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FOR  THE  FAR  Ii\ST 
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Tokyo,  Japan 


The  Tribunal  met,  pursuant  to  adjournment, 

at  0930. 

Appearances: 

For  the  Tribunal,  same  as  before. 

For  the  Prosecution  Section,  same  as  before. 
For  the  Defense  Section,  same  as  before, 
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Appearances: 


For  the  Tribunal,  same  os  before. 
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I  I'iJTvSjyiL  OF  Tin  COUIiT;  The  Intc  rn?.ti-''nal 

I 

I  military  Tribunal  fr.r  the  Far  East  is  naw  in  session, 
j  THI  PITSIDIKT;  llaj^r  Blakeney. 

I  !!;.  BL’.KTJJI’Y:  In  rtplyinr  t-'  the  cbjcctien 

,  to  the  reception  in  evidence  -f  the  affidavit  of 
j  General  Deane,  I  rust  say  at  the  cutset  that  only  my 
very  genuine  respect  for  the  learned  counsel  v/ho 
!  argued  the  objection  prevents  re  fnn  ernsidering 

t 

■  the  argument  to  be  a  nonstr'  us  example  cf  chicanery, 

I  I  must,  however,  instead  nssuiie  that  failure  to  read 
j  the  document  in  its  entirety,  as  well  as  ignr ranee 
cf  the  record,  accoimts  for  the-  patent  fact  that  its 
purpose  has  wholly  eluded  him. 

The  objection  is  premised  upon  the  statement 
that  the-  affidavit  "relates  to  an  understanding  be¬ 
tween  the  i.llied  Powers  and  the  USSR"  concerning  the 
I  USSR's  going  to  war  against  Japan.  This  understand¬ 
ing  is  mentioned  in  the  affidavit,  as  '^ne  cf  eight 
separate,  distinct  incidents  testified  to  by  the 
I  witness,  '-ne  link  in  a  chain  cf  events  which  has  a 
relevance  peculiarly  its  own.  Counsel's  only  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  rain  ratter  ''f  the  affidavit  is  casuistic, 
,  Ho  asserts  that  the  (question  .f  Soviet  violations  of 
the  Neutrality  Pact  is  related  to  that  of  the  S' viet 
entry  Intc  the  war,  which  the  Tribunal  vester'Iay 
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tr.ken  as  representative-;  "Table  -f  the  Increase  of 
the  Strength  <'f  the  Kwantung  Arny  an^:  '■f  the  Japanese 
Arr.y  as  a  ^-Tido  from  1932  to  1945"  —  nil  but  one  of 
these  reports  and  tables  arc  carried  dev/n  t''  1945. 
I!any,  perhaps  in''st,  these  figures  for  I945  were 
road  into  the  record;  see,  for  oxanples  chosen  at 
randor.,  pages  7,543,  7,545  ,  7,548  ,  7,549  ,  7,551, 

7,555,  7,559,  7,587,  7,590,  7,553,  7,557  of  the 

transcript.  Hoferenccs  to  events  of  the  year  I943  _ 

fron  v/hich  tlMc  General  Deane’s  testinony  connences, 
contrary  to  the  pr-secutlon  suggestion  that  it  relates 
only  t<^  1944  and  1945  --  of  course  aboivid  cn,  one 
night  alnrst  say,  every  page  of  the  Soviet  record. 

Of  other  evidence  in  the  record  ccncernlng 
happenings  f  thrse  two  years  of  1944  and  I945  there 
is  no  slightest  dearth,  I  give  again  a  random  select¬ 
ion.  The  witness  Senycnov,  in  his  affidavit,  exhibit 
668,  has  this  to  relate;  "In  June  1945  I  had  a  talk 
with  I’ajor  General  KUBO,  Chief  of  the  Japanese  I!lli- 

tary  Mission  in  Mulcden .  From  that  talk  I 

cane  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Japanese  Arny  had 
a  specially  worked  out  plan  of  an  attack  on  the 
Soviet  Unl'^n,  ,,,,,  I  personallj'’  v/itnessed  hew, 
throughout  I944-I945,  in  view  of  the  realization  of 
that  elan,  the  Jaaanese  actively  ccnsolidated  the 
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Kwantung  Amy  preparec!  frr  the  irvapi^n  Into 
the  territory  of  the  USSR."  The  wltnesp  YANAGITA 
sr.ys  in  his  affidavit,  exhibit  723,  in  answer  to  the 
question  who  developed  Manchuria  as  a  nilitary  base, 
"The  corjiianders  cf  the  Kwantung  ..rny  took  part  in 
this  affair"  ~  then  goes  on  specifically  to  name 
among  others  General  UhEZU,  "who  served  until  1944 
(summer)."  The  witness  TAKEBE,  whose  affidavit  is 
exhibit  670,  asseverates  that  he  received  orders 
concerning  the  preparation  of  a  base  for  war  against 
the  USSR  from  commanders-in-chief  of  the  Kwantung 
Army  UlfiTZU  and  Y/J\IADA,  whose  term  is  i^h'^^wn  by  the 
evidence  not  to  have  commenced  until  J.ily  1944  and 
to  have  continued  until  the  end  of  the  war  (trans¬ 
cript  page  7,5^4).  Rodsaevsky,  in  the  affidavit, 
exhibit  730,  relates  that  "Thus,  even  in  1945,  an 
intense  construction  of  0.  railroad  leading  from 

Kanza  Station  .  to  the  north  in  the  direction  of 

the  Amur  River  was  being  carried  on." 

Compare  also  exhibit  813,  a  report  'f  the 
Chief  or  the  i-cvi.ur  Naval  General  Ptaif,  which  shows 
at  page  8,030  of  the  transcript  that  allegedly  Soviet 
sh^pplnj-  was  Interfered  with  by  the  Japanese  authori¬ 
ties  "from  Aiiguat  1941  to  the  ena  of  :(/.44;  exhibit 
811,  concerning  activities  ^f  the  Japanese  Embassy 
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in  Berlin  "from  1939  to  19^^ 5”;  exhibit  824,  relr.ting 
to  alleged  illegal  actions  in  connection  with  a  Soviet 
vessel  in  January  194-4;  exhibit  835,  and  other  affi¬ 
davits  of  the  sroae  type,  declaring  that  plans  for 
offensive  railitary  rperatiors  against  the  USSR  by  the 
Kwantung  /krny  existed  until  around  the  nidrlle  of  1944. 
Lastly,  it  Dight  be  noted  that  objection  was  taken 
(transcript  page  7,539)  to  a  cap,  exhibit  709,  on  the 
ground  that  it  related  to  194-5;  whereupon  the  Presi¬ 
dent  ruled  that  suen  evidence  wa.s  received  as  proof 
of  steps  part  of  conspiracy  to  wage  aggressive  war, 
though  the  steps  were  taken  as  late  as  ?.945» 

Considering  the  opening  stateL^ent  of  ’Minister 
Golunolcy  —  which  counsel  have  by  no  rieans  abandoned 
as  statement  of  the  ore secutlon* s  position,  but  as  late 
as  yesterday  gave  the  cachet  of  full  and  hearty  ap¬ 
proval  —  we  can  find  such  passages  as  the  following: 
Page  7,228  of  the  transcript;  "During  the  whole 
DC-riod  covered  by  the  Indictment  the  Japanese  mili- 
trry  plrr.ncd  and  prepared  a  war  '^f  aggj-c r.'.'lon  against 
th-'v  Sv-'^iet  •’ii-i'-n  with  the  consent  and  ■.•ppi  'v.'..!  of  the 
Japanese  Govornnont."  Again  —  I  am  oi.  page  7,230  — 
"F''r  the  sake  of  convenience  we  nay  divide  Lhe  whole 
period  of  the  Japanese  aggression  against  the  USSR 
c'-vered  by  the  Indictment  into  four  parts.  Each  part 
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is  chnrr.ctcrized  by  a  specific  f-rn  rf  the  Jnprxese 
asgressien  against  the  Srviet  Uni^n."  Then,  the  part 
we  are  concerned  with,  "(d)  The  last  period  until  the 
surrender  of  Japan."  iUid  finally,  from  page  7,282- 
83,  "V/G  shall  submit  t^'  the  Tribunal  evidence,"  and 
so  forth. 

I  now  return  t-'  the  demonstration  of  the 
specific  relevance  cf  General  Deane's  testimeny.  I 
shall  divide  it  into  its  three  different  subject 
matters. 

First,  on  the  question  of  s«-'vict  strength, 
since  Jaoan  and  her  leaders  are  charged  with  having 
been  plotting  aggression  against  the  USSI  from  the 
1st  of  January,  1928  to  the  2nd  -f  September,  1945, 
it  is  material  to  kn^'w  whether  Soviet  military 
strength  was  greater  than  that  ^f  Japan  during  those 
dates,  justifying  Janan  in  her  professed  fear  of 
aggression  fr-m  that  quarter.  No  better  evidence 
could,  one  supposes,  exist  on  this  point  than  the 
statement  of  Ltarshr.l  Stalin,  paragraph  4  of  the 
affidavit. 


Secondly,  -n  exchange  of  intelligence. 

General  Deane  testifies,  paragraph  3  of  the  affidavit, 
to  the  exchanging  by  the  USSI.  and  the  United  States 
of  intelligence  concerning  Japejiese  forces.  By  the 
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is  ch-rncterizee:  by  r.  specific  f-'-rn  of  the  Jnprxese 
aggrosslcn  against  the  Srvlet  Uni-^n."  Then,  the  part 
we  are  concerned  with,  "(d)  The  last  period  until  the 
surrender  of  Japan."  .md  finally,  from  page  7,282- 
83,  "V/o  shall  submit  to  the  TrlTpunal  evidence,"  and 
so  forth. 

I  now  return  to  the  dorconstration  of  the 
specific  relevance  cf  General  Deane's  testimony.  I 
shall  divide  it  into  its  three  different  subject 
natters. 

First,  on  the  question  of  Soviet  strength, 
since  Janan  axd  her  leaders  are  charged  with  having 
been  plotting  aggression  against  the  USSr  from  the 
1st  of  January,  1928  to  the  2nd  -f  September,  1945, 
it  is  material  to  know  whether  Soviet  military 
strength  was  greater  than  that  of  Japan  during  these 
dates,  justifying  Japan  in  her  pr'i'fessed  fear  of 
aggression  from  that  quarter.  No  better  evidence 
could,  one  supposes,  exist  on  this  print  than  the 
statement  of  Ltarshal  Stalin,  paragraph  4  of  the 
affidavit. 

Secondly,  on  exchange  of  intelligence. 

General  Deane  testifies,  paragraph  3  of  the  affidavit, 
to  the  exchanging  by  the  USSI.  and  the  United  States 
of  intelligence  concerning  Japanese  forces.  By  the 
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Soviet  pr'^secutlon,  tho.t  J'.prn  rsrovl'^e'!  to 

Gcrr.anj’'  intelligence  of  S'viet  f'  rces  we.s  thought  of 
sufficient  Imp'-rtonce  to  bring  Generc:!  i jiTSUI’UT.;.  all 
the  way  fren?  Khabarovsk  to  testify  to  this  anci 
another  noint. (transcript  page  8,144),  General 
Toane's  testimony  is  pro  f  that  the  USSl'  was  engag¬ 
ing  in  the  identical  practice  which  is,  therefore, 
presumptively  neither  crinlnal  nor  a  violation  of 
the  Neutrality  Pact, 

Thirdly,  broaches  of  the  Neutrality  Pact 
by  the  USSR,  This  evidence  is  relevant  on  at  least 
three  grounds. 

Firstly,  the  defendants,  all  of  then,  are 
charged  by  Coiants  4  and  5  -f  the  Indictment  with 
conspiring  to  wage,  and,  by  Count  17  with  having 
between  1  January  1928  an’.  2  September  1945  olanned 
and  prepared,  a  war  of  aggression  in  violation  of 
Intcrnati-nal  lav/,  treaties,  agreements  and  assur¬ 
ances  against  the  USSR,  The  evidence  to  this  point 
is  that  military  preparations  were  made,  operational 
nlans  drawn,  and  so  forth,  with  a  view  to  hostili¬ 
ties  vis-a-vis  the  USSR,  The  defense  is  that  Japan 
lived  in  a  perennial  fear  of  Soviet  aggression,  took 
prudent  measures  --f  prcc  '-uti-n,  mllltar''’  and  other¬ 
wise,  against  it,  but  never  planned  'r  plotted  such 
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aggression  from  her  slc’e,  Th'.t  these  fears  were  well 
founded  is  to  be  proved  by  what  cccurred,  by  Soviet 
broaches  and  disregard  of  the  Neutrality  Pact  and 
eventual  aggression  against  Japan,  in  violation  of 
international  law,  treaties  and  assurances. 

This  proof,  together  with  other  evidence 
that  Japan  knev/  or  suspected  that  S'uch  breaches  were 
being  coirmitted  —  knowledge  which  invested  with  an 
added  urgency  the  necessity  of  preparation  for  de¬ 
fense  —  will  be  at  once  the  Justification  for  Japan¬ 
ese  military  precautions,  and  the  refutation  of  the 
prosecution  contention  '■'f  Japanese  conspiracy  for 
aggression  against  the  USSR, 

Secondly,  in  another  way  this  testimdny  is 
highly  relevant.  The  prosecution  has  contended  that 
Japan  long  refused  to  enter  inte  a  non-aggression  or 
neutrality  pact,  and  that  this  fact  "proves  beyond  any 
doubt"  that  Japanese  military  rioasures  were  prepara¬ 
tion  "for  waging  a  v/ar  of  aggression  against  the 
Soviet  Union"  (opening  statement  of  lilnister  Gclun- 
sky,  transcript  page  7,237.)  Proof  of  conduct  of  the 
Soviet  Union  after  entering  into  a  neutrality  pact  j 

with  Japan  is  the  conclusive  reply  to  this  charge  i 

I 

of  the  prosecution,  and  will  dispose  finally  of  the  i 
question  '^f  the  value  and  effect  of  neutrality  pacts 
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v-is  aggresFi'-n-prcvcrtivoF.  ■ 

t:  ir-'.ly,  such  croof  h.-'.s  rolcvr.ncc  also  on 
the  question  whether,  having  been  clisrcg-'.r and 
ropeatedlj'  viclatecl  bjr  --no  the  signatories,  the 
Neutrality  I^act  was  any  longer  bin^Ung  on  the  other, 
or  by  non-observ'-jice  ha’  come  t'*  be  a  dead  letter. 

It  is  stated  in  the  long  argument  which  is  attached  I 
as  Section  8  '•f  Appendix  "A"  to  the  Indictment  here¬ 
in  that  Japan  disregarded  the  Neutrality  Pact  and 
was  not  deterred  by  it  from  attacking  the  USSL; 
the  evidence-  now  being  offered  will  show  that  the  | 

t 

USSR  disregarde’  the  identical  pact,  n-'r  was  de-  I 

1 

terred  by  it  from  attacking  Jauan.  ' 

This  evidence,  incidentally,  has  bearing 
on  another  point.  One  of  the  tynes  of  vi-^lati-n  rf 
the  Neutrality  Fact  by  the  USSR  testified  to  by 
General  Deane  constitutes  also  a  violation  of  Hague 
Convention  V  of  18  October  1907,  orasecution  ex¬ 
hibit  15,  governing  rights  and  duties  of  neutral 
powers.  I  refer  especially  to  Article  11  of  the 

I 

Conventicn  --  wage  41  of  the  exhibit  --  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  which  Include  the  following:  "A  neutral 
Fewer”  --  the  USSR  v/as  a  neutral  vis-a-vis  Japan  in 
19^4-  and  earlj'  19^5  --  "A  neutral  P'  wer  v/hich  re¬ 
ceives  on  its  territory  troops  belonring  to  the 
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belligerent  ernies  shall  intern  then  ..."  Either, 
therefore,  the  Hnrue  Convention,  which  is  listed  in 
Appendix  "B"  of  the  Inc’ictinent  as  an  international 
agreement  which  the  defendants  are  charged  with 
having  violated,  has  fallen  into  desuetude  through 
non-observance;  or  the  prevision  for  internment  of 
belligerent  troops  means  that  neutrals  shall  make 
a  pretence  of  interning  them,  while  actually  permit¬ 
ting  them  to  escape  for  further  participation  in 
belligerent  operations,  thus  giving  us  a  new  canon 
of  interpretation  to  be  applied  to  treaties. 

There  remains  this  to  be  said  concerning 
the  prosecutor's  last  so-called  ground  of  objecticn. 
It  represents  a  rephrasing  of  the  often-stated 
position  that,  because  of  decision  already  taken  by 
political  declarations  of  the  victorious  powers, 
"this  testimony  frem  an  aggressor  nation"  (I  quote 
their  words)  cannot  be  received  cn  the  issue  of 
whether  the  acts  charged  against  the  defendants  are 
crimes.  This  argument  assumes  the  judgment  of  the 
Tribunal;  it  is  the  essence  of  cynicism;  and,  if  it 
is  to  prevail,  this  trial  need  never  have  been  held 
at  all. 


I 
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1  I  THE  PRESIDENT:  Major  Blakeney,  would  you 

2  come  to  the  lectern  again,  please? 


3 

4 

5 

6 


I.m.  BLAKEI®Y:  Yes,  sir.  ! 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  take  you  to  be  contending  j 
that  action  taken  or  contemplated  by  the  USSR  prior 
to  entering  the  war  Justified  some  of  the  things 
charged  against  the  accused  as  acts  of  aggression 
but  I  must  remind  you  of  Mr.  Tavcnner's  argument  that 
Counts  25  and  26  charged  the  Initiation  of  war  against 
the  USSR  in  1938  and  1939 ,  which  was  years  before 
the  conference  in  question  occurred,  ai?a  of  his 
further  argument  as  to  Count  17  charging  planning 
of  war  against  the  USSR  between  the  years  1928  and 
194-5,  and  the  conspiracy  counts  covering  the  same 

I 

period.  | 

As  to  these  last  mentioned  counts  he  says,  I 
"The  prosecution  has  not  introduced  evidence  of  planning 
in  1944  or  1945  to  v/age  war  against  the  USSR."  The  | 

prosecution's  evidence  of  planning  the  v/ar  against 
the  USSR  is  related  to  periods  much  earlier  than  the 


conferences  alleged  in  this  affidavit  to  have  taken 
I  place.  It  is  suggested  by  a  Member  of  the  Court  that 
,  '  in  view  of  the  statement  by  the  prosecution  which  I 
^  have  Just  read  the  defense  has  no  case  to  meet  of  such 
planning  subsequent  to  the  conferences.  This  would 
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mean  that  no  part  of  the  affidavit  would  be  relevant 
or  material  . 

IIR.  BLAKENEY:  May  I  speak  further? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  V/e  want  you  to  answer  that. 

KR.  BLAKEI'IEY;  I  had  thought  that  I  had 
fully  dealt  with  Mr.  Tavoimer's  contention  that  the 
prosecution  made  no  allegations  of  nlanning  for 
aggression  in  the  years  1944  and  1945.  Perhaps  I 
didn't  make  myself  clear.  What  I  had  meant  to  say 
was  that  the  opening  statement  of  the  Soviet  prose¬ 
cutor  clearly  charged  aggression  to  the  date  of 
Japan's  surrender  in  the  words  I  quoted  and  other 
parts  which,  in  the  interest  of  brevity,  I  did  not 
quote  but  repeat  the  contention  that  yesterday  the 
Soviet  prosecutor  specifically  reaffirmed  their 
adherence  to  the  position  stated  in  that  opening. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Before  you  proceed  further. 
Major  Bla!:eney,  we  take  it  that  the  prosecution  mean 
that  they  do  not  rely  on  any  evidence  they  have  pre¬ 
sented  relative  to  any  period  after  the  Teheran 
Conference  so  it  docs  not  really  matter  what  Minister 
Golunsky  said.  If  that  is  the  attitude  of  the  prose¬ 
cution  that  they  do  not  rely  on  any  evidence  relating 
to  events  after  that  conference  it  will  save  a  lot  of 
time;  that  is,  as  regards  aggression  against  the  USSR. 
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?Ti.  BLAKE iV^EY :  Of  cource,  If  they  ’.vlsh  to 
announce  a  nolle  pros,  that  is  another  matter. 

THE  PRESIDED:  After  all  they  are  always 
at  liherty  to  abandon  any  part  of  their  case  if  they 
wish  to  do  so  if  they  have  not  made  a  case.  I  do  not 
knov/  that  they  have  but  we  \7ould  like  to  know  their 
attitude  before  you  go  further. 

(Whereupon,  General  Vasiliev 
approached  the  lectern.) 

THE  PRESIDENT;  V/e  do  not  desire  to  hear 
two  counsel  on  the  same  side  on  the  same  pojnt.  We 
desire  to  hear  the  acting  Chief  Prosecutor  or  Chief 
of  Counsel. 

GE^JERAL  VASILIEV:  I  follov;  your  ruling, 
your  Honor,  but  in  my  submission  the  position  of  the 
Soviet  prosecution  may  be  explained  by  us  better  than 
by  anybody  else.  Only  for  the  purpose  of  clarifying 
the  position  I  ’"ould  like  to  say  a  fev/  words  and,  of 
course,  Mr.  Tavonner  is  preferably  entitled  to  speak 
after  me. 

TITI  PRESIDENT:  Now  we  want  to  hear  what 
Mr.  Tavennor  says  as  to  his  meaning.  We  have  quoted 
Mr.  Tavenner.  Let  Mr.  Tavenner  say  what  he  meant. 

GENERAL  VASILIEV;  I  deserve  the  right  to 
clarify  the  position  as  it  is  considered  by  the  Soviet 
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j  prosecution. 

j  IIR,  TAVENNER:  If  the  Tribunal  please,  may 

I  be  permitted  to  consult  'vith  associate  counsel  before 
I  making  a  reply? 

THE  PRESIDENT;  You  ought  to  kno\v  v/hat  you 
meant.  You  can  al’-ays  modify  it.  You  can  v/ithdraw 
what  you  meant.  You  can  modify  it  if  you  v/ish  but 
v/e  would  like  to  know  now  v;hat  you  meant.  If  you 
prefer  to  have  this  conference  beforehand,  v;e  v;ill 

I 

not  insist  on  your  speaking  now.  ’.?e  thought  that  if 
you  meant  a  certain  thing  and  you  would  adhere  to 
^  that  meaning  the  case  may  be  conceivably  shortened. 

ItR.  TAVENNER;  Thank  you,  sir. 

THE  PRESIDENT;  Hov/  long  will  your  confer¬ 
ence  take,  Mr.  Tavennor?  Could  we  go  on  to  something 
'  else  in  the  meantime?  That  is  for  Major  Blakeney  to 

I 

'  say  really. 

I 

'  MR,  BLAKENEY;  I  don't  see  how  v/e  can,  your 

I  Honor,  until  this  question  is  decided.  The  ruling  on 
I  this  objection  v/ill  have  more  or  less  bearing  on  the 
'  evidence  to  follow. 

THE  PRESIDENT;  The  Court  will  recess  for 
'  some  minutes. 

(V/hereupon,  at  1018,  a  recess  was 
taken  until  104^,  after  v/hich  the  proceedings 

I 

I  wore  resumed  as  follovrs : ) 


I’ARj'HAL  OF  THE  COURT:  Thp  International 
?iilitary  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed, 
THE  PRESIDENT:  Hr,  Tavenner, 

L!R,  TAVENNER:  If  the  Tribunal  please, 
the  uosition  that  the  prosecution  has  taken  is  that 
there  vas  no  fresh  planning  of  war  on  the  part  of 
Japan  against  the  U.‘-SR  which  took  place  after  the 
conference  which  is  referred  to  in  this  affidavit, 
THE  PREsIDEI’T:  After  November  194-3,  when 
the  Teheran  Conference  took  place, 

ITi,  TAVENNER:  i'/hich  is  the  Teheran 
Conference, 

As  I  pointed  out  vesterdav,  we  do  contend 
that  such  plans  as  had  been  ^ormed  would  have  been 
carried  out  had  a  favorable  opportunity  presented 
itself,  in  line  v/lth  the  decision  of  the  Imperial 
Conference  referred  to  on  July  2,  1941,  where  It 
was  plainly  stated  that  if  the  Ge^man-^oviet  ’Var 
r  rogressed  ■'’avorablv  to  Jarar;,  Japan  wo”ld  execute 
arms  against  the  UoSR*  Due  to  the  course  of  the  v/ar 
on  Soviet  soil  ard  in  the  Pacific,  the  events  did 
not  transpire  which  afforded  the  opportunity  that 
the  Japanese  sought, 

^o  we  take  the  position,  if  the  Tribunal 
please,  that  any  action  on  the  part  o^  the  Allies 
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and  the  UtbR  for  looking  toward  future  action 
against  Japan  on  the  part  of  the  Ut-tJR  could  have 
no  bearing  or  materiality  upon  the  planning  that  had 
existed  before  that  time.  For  that  reason,  we  take 
the  position  that  this  evidence  is  not  relevant 
to  any  issuej  and  we  further  take  the  position, 
as  mentioned  yesterday,  that  it  is  not  a  defense 
to  these  accused  that  the  UbtR  breached  another 
agreement,  if  such  a  thing  occurred;  and  that  such 
matter  would  be  without  the  scope  of  the  Tribunal’s 
jurisdiction  in  this  case, 

THE  PREi^IDENT:  Jlajor  Blakeney. 
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KR.  BLAKENEIY;  I  confess  that  I  haven't 
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the  slightest  Idea  v;bat  Hr.  Tavenner's  position  is 
except  that  it  seems  fairly  clear  that  nothing  is 
withdrawn,  nothing  is  disclaimed,  nothing  is  aban¬ 
doned. 

Continuing  plan,  he  says,  no  first  plan  — 
continuing,  that  is,  to  the  2nd  of  September,  1945, 
as  alleged  and  as  attempted  to  be  proved.  Continu¬ 
ing  plan,  continuing  defense,  we  say,  against  the 
Russian  threat. 

'Then  the  Tribunal  called  upon  I'r.  Tavenner 
to  answer  its  question,  I  was  ansv/erlng  the  Tribunal's 
question  to  me,  and  I  assume  that  I  should  continue. 

I  could  continue  to  the  demonstration  of  the  rele¬ 
vance  of  this  evidence,  even  if  the  Soviet  prosecu¬ 
tion  had  seen  fit  to  do  that  which  they  suggested 
in  argument  yesterday,  that  is,  to  abandon  those 
parts  of  the  charge  which  they  rely  upon  when  it 
suits  their  convenience  to  do  so.  But  now  on  the 
record  those  charges  stand  against  us,  and  against 
us  on  the  record  stands  the  evidence  which  the 
Tribunal  ruled,  on  the  occasion  of  motions  to  dis¬ 
miss  upon  the  prosecution's  resting,  was  sufficient 
to  hold  each  and  every  one  of  these  defendants  to 
accountability,  to  put  him  on  his  defense  against 
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those  charges. 

I  have  made  my  argument  on  relevance  and  I 
don't  propose  to  repeat  It.  Put  this  I  should  like 
to  add;  If  the  Soviet  charges  in  their  entirety 
were  dismissed  from  this  Indictment,  this  proof 
v/ould  still  be  relevant.  It  v/ould  be  relevant  for 
six  separate  reasons  which  I  have  jotted  down  but 
of  which  I  wish  to  mention  one.  If,  T  say, 
every  reference  to  the  USSR  were  stricken  from  this 
Indictment,  this  evidence  v/ould  have  obvious  rele¬ 
vance  on  the  following  ground: 

That  this  Tribunal  has  heretofore  ruled  in 
substance,  I  do  not  profess  to  quote  the  exact  words, 
that  proof  of  an  incident  violatory  of  internctionrl 
Irw  or  agreement,  even  though  that  agreement  had  been 
settled,  closed,  between  the  rerties  concerned,  is 
still  relevant  because  it  concerns  the  community  of 
notions. 

THL  PRESIDENT:  You  errmot  compound  an  inter¬ 
national  crime,  that  is  all  it  amounts  to,  without 
concurrence  of  the  international  authority. 

;JR.  BLAKEMEY:  It  amounts  also  to  one  more 
thing,  if  I  may  submit.  Even  if  all  charges  were 
waived  and  abandoned  by  the  U.S.S.R.  still,  under  this 
concept,  the  proof  already  received  in  evidence  would 
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go  to  provt  the  consoiri.cy  to  dominctc  the  world 
ollegcd  in  Counts  1,  2,  3,  ^  c^nd  5  of  the  Indictment 
c.nd  every  other  count  relrtivc  to  consoiring  for  or 

I  plenning  end  preparing  for  c  w;  r  of  eggression  in 

i 

violation  of  trccties,  end  so  forth,  in  Aopcndiccs  B 

I 

i  end  C  including,  r.mong  others,  this  Neutrr.lity  pret. 

My  feeling  is  thft  the  Tribunsl's  question 
hrs  been  enswered. 

THr.  PRI.SIDEhT;  The  Court  will  rdjourn  for 
some  minutes  to  consider  the  mf.ttcr. 

(Whercu'on,  et  1105,  f  recess  wes 
trken  until  1135,  nftcr  v^ich  the  proceedings 
I  were  resumed  es  follows:) 
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!  MARSHAL  OF  THE  COURT:  The  Intornational 

!  Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  give  the  decision  of  the 

i 

'  Tribunal  on  the  admissibility  of  Defense  document 
!  No.  1627.  3y  a  majority,  the  Court  overrules  the 
objection  except  as  to  paragraph  5  of  General  Deane's 
affidavit,  and  admits  the  document  on  the  usural  terms 

i 

I  except  paragraph  5  thereof. 

CLERK  OF  THE  COURT:  Defense  document  1627 
will  receive  exhibit  No,  2706, 

I  (Whereupon,  the  document  above 

referred  to  v/ns  marked  defense  exhibit 
j  No,  2/06,  and  was  received  in  evidence 

1  v/ith  the  exception  of  paragraph  5  thereof.) 

I  m.  BLAKENEY^  I  read  the  affidavit  as 

■  admlttea,  omitting  formal  parts: 

I 

I  "1.  As  Major  General  in  the  United  States 

!  Army  I  was  United  States  Secretary  of  the  Combined 

I 

Caiofs  of  Staff  in  Washington  from  September  1,  1943 

to  October  1943.  Thereafter  I  served  as  chief  of  the 

United  States  Military  Mission  in  Moscow  from 

19  October  1943  to  October  1945,  during  which  time  my 

i  duties  were  responsibility  for  military  liaison  between 
« 

the  United  States  and  the  U.3.S.R.  In  my  official 

1 

I  capacity  I  attended  the  Moscow  Conference  of  October 


194-3,  the  Cairo  and  Teheran  Conferences  in  November 
194-3,  the  Yalta  Conference  in  February  19^5  end  the 
Potsdam  Conference  of  July  1945# 

"2.  The  question  of  Soviet  participation 
in  the  Y/ar  against  Japan  Y;as  raised  as  early  as  the 
Teljeran  Conference  in  November  1943.  At  the  Teheran 
Conference  Marshal  Stalin  stated  his  regret  that  the 
U.S.S.R,  hr 3  been  unable  to  help  in  the  Pacific  War, 
the  requirements  of  the  European  War  precluding  Russian 
participation  against  Japan  at  that  time,  and  he  went 
on  to  say  that  v/hile  the  Russian  forces  then  in  Siberia 
were  sufficient  for  defensive  operations  they  would 
nave  to  be  increased  threefold  before  an  offensive 
could  be  undertaken,  which  increase  could  not  bo 
accomplished  until  after  the  defeat  of  Germany.  'Then, ' 
he  said,  'by  our  common  front  v;e  shall  win.'  I  was 
present  on  this  occasion. 

t 

"On  2  February  1944,  I  was  Informed  by 
Ambassador  Harrlman  that  Marshal  Stalin  had  told  him, 
in  response  to  the  request  made  by  President  Roosevelt 
at  Teheran,  that  the  United  States  Air  Forces  would  be 
allowed  to  operate  American  aircraft  from  Siberia 
after  the  Soviet  Union  should  have  declared  war  on  | 

Japan,  and  at  the  same  time  stated  that  high-ranking  t 

officers  woulc  be  summoned  from  the  Far  East  to  discuss 
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’  with  ne  plans  for  the  establishment  of  an  American 
‘  strategic  air  force  in  Siberia,  These  conversations 
^  did  not,  however,  take  place.  A  meeting  with  represen- 
tatlves  of  the  Soviet  Far  Eastern  Air  Forces  did  not 
materialize, 

"At  a  meeting  in  Moscow  in  October  194-4,  among 

^  Prime  Minister  Churchill,  Marshal  Stalin,  Ambassador 
8 

Harriman,  ana  their  staffs,  at  which  I  was  present. 
Marshal  Stalin  stated  that  the  U.S.S.R.  would  take  the 

10 

offensive  against  Japan  three  months  after  the  defeat 
n  , 

i  of  Germany,  provided  that  the  United  States  would  assist 

12 

iQ  building  up  the  necessary  reserve  supolies  and  that 
13 

agreement  with  China  could  bo  reached  concerning 

Russian  interests,  at  the  same  time  he  agreed  that  air 

15 

,  bases  in  Maritime  Province  would  be  made  available  as 

16 

a  naval  base," 

I  might  say  that  the  typographical  error 

which  has  made  nonsense  of  this  last  clause  occurred 

20  ,  when  the  affidavit  which  was  executed  was  copied  from 

71  my  original  draft;  and  hence,  although  I  am  well  aware 

::j  of  what  has  been  omitted,  I  am  not  at  liberty  to 
i 

supply  it. 

-■••j  "At  a  meeting  on  the  following  night  at  which 

Ambassador  Harriman,  Marshal  Stalin,  Mr.  Molotov,  and  I 
were  present  the  operations  which  the  Rod  Army  would 
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I 

undertake  in  the  war  against  Japan  v/oro  discussed. 

At  this  meeting  Marshal  Stalin  personally  illustrated 
on  a  map  the  strategy  proposed,  which  was  to  exert 
pressure  on  the  Japanese  along  the  northern  and 
eastern  borders  of  Manchuria  while  making  the  main 
effort  with  a  highly  mobile  force  sweeping  down  from 
the  area  of  Lake  Baikal  through  Outer  and  Inner  ' 

Mongolia  to  Kalgan,  Peiping  and  Tientsin. 

"At  the  Yalta  Conference  of  February  194-5, 
at  which  I  was  present,  the  question  of  Soviet  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  Pacific  War  was  discussed  and  it  was 
agreed  by  Marshal  Stalin  and  General  A.  E.  Antonov,  ’ 

Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Rad  Army,  that  bases  for 
B-29‘s  would  be  made  available  in  the  Komsomolsk- 
Nikolaevsk  area  and  that  the  United  States  might  be 
called  upon  to  assist  in  the  defense  of  Kamchatka, 
that  the  United  States  was  authorized  to  undertake 
surveys  of  those  areas;  that  the  Red  Army  would  take 
the  southern  half  of  Sakhalin  as  one  of  its  first 
objectives  in  the  war;  and  that  Joint  American-Soviet 
planning  v/oulc  be  pursued  vigorously  in  Moscow.  No 
such  Joint  planning  loaterlalizod ,  and  the  surveys  ware 
not  made. 

"As  a  result  of  studies  made  under  my  direction 
in  the  Spring  of  1945,  it  was  determined  that  the 
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slight  increase  in  the  bombing  effort  and  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  an  added  direction  of  approach  for  bomber  i 

formations  were  not  commensurate  with  the  logistical  j 
effort  involved  in  establishing  an  American  strategic 
air  force  in  Siberia,  and  our  plans  therefor  were 
abandoned.  I 

"At  the  Potsdam  Conference,  on  26  July  1945, 
General  Antonov  stated  that  the  Red  Army  would  begin 
offensive  operations  against  Japan  in  the  latter  half 
of  August,  the  exact  date  being  dependent  upon  the 
conclusion  of  negotiations  then  being  held  with  the 
Chinese.  At  the  next  military-staff  meeting  at  Potsdam, 
a  day  or  so  later.  General  Antonov  stated  that  Marshal 
Stalin  had  that  day  handed  to  President  Truman  the 
Soviet  Union's  agreement  to  Installation  of  American 
weather  stations  at  Khabarovsk  and  Petropavlovsk;  to  | 
exchange  of  liaison  detachments  and  immediate  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  communications  system  between  Soviet  and 
American  headquarters  in  the  Far  East;  and  to  setting 
boundaries  between  American  and  Soviet  naval  and  air 
operations  in  the  Far  East.  I  was  present  at  these 
meetings. 

"3.  After  Juno  1944  the  outstanding  American 
army  expert  on  Japanese  order  of  battle.  Colonel 
Pettigrew,  v/as  stationed  in  Moscow  for  the  express 
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purpose  of  exchanging  with  the  Red  Arny  intelligence 
concerning  Japanese  forces.  The  Russians  provided 
until  the  end  of  the  war  some  Information  of  Japanese 
troop  movonents  and  dispositions  in  Manchuria. 

"4.  On  15  October  1944,  at  the  conference  in 
Moscow,  Marshal  Stalin  stated  that  the  Red  Army  at 
that  time  had  thirty  divisions  in  the  Far  East,  and 
that  it  would  require  thirty  more  before  it  could  take 
the  offensive  against  Japan.  I  was  present  at  that 
conference.  " 

THE  PRESIDED:  Well,  Major,  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  affidavit,  reference  is  made  to 
the  Moscow  Conference  of  October  1943,  and  in  the 
fourth  paragraph  a  conference  in  Moscov/  on  the  l5th 
of  October  1944  is  referred  to.  Is  that  the  sane 
conference? 

MR.  BLAKENEY:  No,  sir.  The  dates  are 
correct  and  they  are  different  conferences.  You  will 
note  that  one  is  the  Moscow  Conference;  the  other  is 
^  conference  in  Moscow. 

The  agreement  made  at  Yalta  in  February  1945, 
in  which,  as  testified  to  by  General  Deane,  the  Soviet 
Union  cor.ynitted  Itself  to  violation  of  the  Neutrality 
Pact  by  aggression  against  Japan,  was  reduced  to 
writing  and  signed. 
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I  now  tender  for  identification,  the  State 
Departcient  publication,  "The  Occupation  of  Japan, 
Policy  ano  Progress,"  defense  document  1624,  and  offer 
in  evidence  an  excerpt  therefron  bearing  the  same 
docuriX5nt  number  and  consisting  of  the  Yalta  Agreement. 

THE  PRESIDENT;  Admitted  on  the  usual  terms. 

CLERK  OF  THE  COURT;  Defense  document  1624, 
being  a  book  entitled  "Occupation  of  Japan,  Policy  and 
Progress,"  will  receive  exhibit  No.  2707;  and  the 
excerpt  therefrom  will  receive  exhibit  No.  2707-A. 

(Whereupon,  the  document  above 
referred  to  was  marked  defense  exhibit 
No.  2707  for  icontif Icntion;  and  the  excerpt 
therefrom  was  marked  defense  exhibit  No.  2707-A 
and  received  in  evidence. ) 
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UR.  BLAKENEY;  I  read  the  text  of  the  agree¬ 
ment. 

"Signed  at  Yalta.  F^ruarv  11  ^  194? 

"The  leaders  of  the  three  Great  Powers--tMo  . 
Soviet  Union,  the  United  States  of  America  and  Great 
Britain — have  agreed  that  in  tv/o  or  three  months  after 
Germany  has  surrendered  and  the  war  in  Europe  has  ter¬ 
minated  the  Soviet  Union  shall  enter  into  the  v/ar 
against  Japan  on  the  side  of  the  Allies  on  condition 
that  J 

"1.  The  sta tus  quo  in  Outer  Mongolia  (The 
Mongolian  People's  Republic)  shall  be  preserved; 

"2.  The  former  rights  of  Russia  violated  by 
the  treacherous  attack  of  Japan  in  1904  shall  be  restored, 
viz; 

"(a)  The  southern  Dart  of  Sakhalin  as  well 
os  ell  the  islands  adjacent  to  j t  shall  be  returned 
to  the  Soviet  Union. 

"(b)  The  commercial  port  of  Dairen  shall  be 
internationalized,  the  preeminent  interests  of  the 
Soviet  Union  in  this  port  being  safeguarded  and  the 
lease  of  Port  Arthur  as  a  naval  base  of  the  U.S.S.R. 
restored, 

"(c)  The  Chinese  Eastern  Railroad  and  the 
South  Manchurian  Railroad  v/hich  provides  an  outlet  to 
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Deiren  shell  be  jointly  operated  by  the  establishment 
of  a  joint  Soviet-Chineso  Company  it  being  understood 
that  the  preeminent  interests  of  the  Soviet  Union  shall 
bo  safeguarded  and  that  China  shall  retain  full  sover¬ 
eignty  in  Manchuria; 

"3.  The  Kuril  Islands  shall  be  handed  over  to 
the»  Soviet  Union, 

"It  is  understood  that  the  agreement  concerning 
Outer  Mongolia  end  the  ports  and  railroads  referred 
to  above  will  require  concurrence  of  Generalissimo 
Chiang  Kai-shek,  The  President  will  take  measures  in 
order  to  obtain  this  concurrence  on  advice  from  Marshal 
Stalin, 

"The  heads  of  the  three  Great  Powers  have 
DfeTood  that  these  claims  of  the  Soviet  Union  shall  be 
unquestionably  fulfilled  after  Japan  has  been  defeated, 

"For  its  part  the  Soviet  Union  expresses  its 
readiness  to  conclude  with  the  National  Government  of 
China  a  pact  of  friendship  and  alliance  between  the 
U.S.SiR,  and  China  in  order  to  render  assistance  to 
Chinn  with  its  armed  forces  for  the  purpose  of  liberating 
China  from  the  Japancsso  yoke, 

"Joseph  Stalin 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt 
V/inston  S,  Churchill" 

I  now  offv;r  in  ovidenct,  defense  document  1476, 
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j  a  report  on  the  notification  of  the  commoncoment  of  the 

2  wer  by  the  U.S.S.R.  ngoinst  Japan.  In  view  of  the 

3  I  Tribunal's  ruling  of  yesterday  I  should  point  out  that 

4  '  this  ovide-nce  is  offered  solely  on  the  question  of  the 

5  loiTcl  effect  of  the  requirement  of  the  Hague  Convention 

6  the  Third  in  reference  to  opening  of  hostilities, 

7  GENERAL  VASILIEV;  If  the  Tribunal  please, 

«  I  object  to  the  introduction  of  tliis  document  on 

9  the  following  grounds:  This  document  deals  precisely 

I 

with  the  circumstances  of  the  entry  of  the  Soviet  Union 
into  the  war.  Those  are  the  only  contents  of  this 

1 2 

document.  Anyhow,  I  am  spooking  of  the  contents  of 
the  document  presented  and  not  of  something  indefinite 

I  that  is  meant  by  the  defense.  From  the  point  of  view 

15  ! 

,  of  the  contents  of  this  document,  it  is  fully  covered 

16  I 

I  by  the  Tribunal's  ruling  of  yesterday.  I  must  soy 

i 

.  that  if  this  document  is  not  covered  by  the  Tribunal's 

It:  ' 

j  ruling  of  yesterday,  then  I  am  not  in  position  to 
1“  I 

understand  v/hat  documents  are  covered  by  the  yesterday's 

20 

ruling. 

21 

Therefore,  I  ask  the  honorable  Tribunal  to 
reject  the  document. 

BLAKENEY;  My  submission  is  that  the  docu- 
2^  raont  as  offered  for  a  limited  ourpose  is  not  covered 
by  yesterday's  ruling,  and  I  shall  state  briefly  my 
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roe  sons . 


Tlio  c?so  is  permeated  v/ith  evldonco  and  oratory 

2  I 

CO '’.corning  the  Japanoso  dcclaretion  or  non-declaration 

'of  war  against  the  United  States  and  other  nations. 

4  , 

I  There  is  an  exquisite  relevance  to  the  inquiry  whether 

i  one  of  the  nations  claiming  the  right  to  prosecute  for 
6  ( 

^ j alleged  violation  of  that  international  agreement  has 
itself,  in  entering  into  the  identical  war  in  question, 

^ j World  War  II,  against  the  very  nation  of  which  these 
I  defendants  v/ere  military  or  civil  officials,  has 

11/  I  ^ 

I 

jj  j  treated  that  convention  as  requiring  that  which ’it 

12  contends  v/as  required  of  the  defendants  end  their 

13  nation.  There  can  surely  be,  I  repeat,  no  more  signi- 

14  ficant  ansv/or  to  the  question  of  the  binding  character 

15  of  this  provision  of  the  Hague  Convention  than  whether 

16  its  mandate  was  or  v/as  not  submitted  to  by  one  of  the 

17  I  very  nations  now  seeking  to  enforce  it,  in  its  commence- 

18  ment  of  hostilities  against  the  very  nation  whose 

19,  statesmen  and  soldiers  ere  now  on  trial  for  the  viola- 


!  tion. 


V/e  are  concerned  not  v'ith  why  or  on  what  terms 


the  Soviet  Union  commenced  its  v/er  against  Japan,  but 
are  offering  this  evidence,  I  repeat,  for  the  limited 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  hov/,  the  method,  the 
formalities  of  the  declaration  of  war.  And  for  that 
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purpose,  I  submit,  it  is  rclovcnt,  r.nd  it  does  not  j 

offend  against  the  previous  ruling  of  the  Tribunal, 

THE  PIiESIbErT:  By  a  majority,  the  Court  unholds 
the  objection  and  rejects  the  document.  ; 

Uh.  BChKEIiEY:  I  had  new  proposed  to  call  as 
a  V'itness  TittvArli^Shl ,  Kinji,  whose  testimony  is  embodied  ' 
in  defense  document  1537.  In  view,  hov/ever,  of  the  ! 

ruling  last  made,  I  shell  only  make  the  proffer  of  the 
evidence  contained  in  thi  affidavit  for  purposes  of 
preserving  the  record. 

THE  PhiitILE;  T:  Are  ''ou  formally  objecting, 
General  Vasiliev? 
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Li'v.  BLiiivLMEY:  I  should  have  said  that  I  tender 
it  anci  ask  that  it  bo  marked  for  identification,  and 
that  I  assume  the  same  objection  applies. 

TnE  PhESIbri-.T :  Well,  there  Js  no  objection 
taken.  We  must  have  an  objectifii  before  we  can  reject 
a  document. 

GEj^EiiAL  VablLlEV;  If  the  Tribunal  please,  I 
object  to  the  introduction  of  this  document  as  the 
document  deals  v'ith  the  circumstances  of  the  entry  of 
the  Soviet  Union  into  the  war,  and  is  covered  by  the 
yesterday's  ruling  of  the  Tribunal. 

Thui  PiiESlDLivT:  The  objection  is  upheld  and 
the  document  rejected. 
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LAJOK  BLAKENEY;  May  it  be  marked  for  identi¬ 
fication  in  accordance  vith  past  practice?  It  was  done 
at  one  time, 

THE  PKESIDEKT:  I  decided  in  chambers  v/hat 
j  should  be  done  to  protect  youi-  interests,  and  I 
thought  it  was  fully  agreed  with,  Major.  That  prac¬ 
tice  will  be  followed, 

I  Wo  will  adjourn  until  half  past  one, 

j  (V/hereupon,  at  1200,  a  recess 

i  was  taken,) 
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AFTERNOON  SESSION 


The  Tribunal  met,  pursuant  to  recess,  nt 

1330. 

ILiKSKAL  OF  THE  COURT:  The  International 
Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Major  Blakoney. 

JIR.  BLAKENEY:  I  had  Just  offered  defense 
document  1537  V7hich  was  rejected.  In  connection 
therewith  I  v.'ish  to  make  formal  tender  also  of 
defense  document  1535,  eii  excerpt  from  the  memo¬ 
randum  of  Captain  TiiK/iHASHl,  offered  as  proof  of  the 
time  of  commencement  of  Soviet-Japenese  hostilities; 
of  course,  I  assume  the  same  ruling  applies. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  If  objected  to,  yes. 

GEjiEEAL  VASILIEV:  The  same  objection,  your 
Honor,  as  to  the  two  previous  documents  which  wevx3 
Just  rejected  by  the  Tribunal. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  The  objection  is  upheld 
and  the  document  rejected. 

Ilh.  bLAICEl<EY;  I  had  intended  calling,  but 
no\'  offer  in  evidence  the  affidavit  of,  TAHSUCHI,  Ryujl, 
which  is  offered  os  proof  of  the  time  of  notification 
of  declaration  of  war  served  by  the  USSR  on  the  Japa¬ 
nese  Government,  and  which,  I  agree,  is  subject  to 
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the  previous  ruling  of  tho  Tribunal. 

THE  PfiESlDENTs  General  Vasiliev. 

GEHERAL  VASILIEV:  The  seme  objection  on  the 
same  grounds,  your  Honor.  I  ask  you  to  reject  the 
document. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  The  objection  is  uphold  and 
the  document  rejected. 

liR.  ELaKENEY;  Returning  to  the  affidavit 
of  iViATSULURA,Tomokatsu,  exhibit  2673,  I  shall  read 
from  page  3  the  remaining  unread  portion,  commencing 
about  the  middle  of  the  page: 

"Q  Was  the  Soviet  attack  on  9  August  1945 
previously  knov/n? 

"A  Not  at  all. 

"W  How  did  you  come  to  knov?  of  the  Soviet 
Union's  entry  into  the  war? 

"A  Reports  wore  received  that  Hsingking  had 
been  suddenly  attacked  from  tho  air  at  2  o'clock  on 
9  August  and  that  many  districts  along  the  frontier 
Were  also  under  Soviet  attack.  Later,  hearing  a 
broadcast  reportin,'  the  Soviet  entry  into  the  war, 
v/e  realized  thc:t  this  was  not  merely  a  border  clash 
but  a  real  v/ar. 

"Q  What  did  the  Kv/entung  Army  do  upon  this? 

"A  headquarters  at  3:30  on  9  August  ordered 
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all  units  under  its  command  to  defend  themselv^j/  and 

/ 

to  pet  ready  for  the  execution  of  the  opera tj(6ns  plans. 

'nr  'Tiien  was  the  carrying  out  of  the  pperations 
plans  ordered? 

I  • 

"A  It  v/as' ordered  on  the  night  of  the  9th,’' 


I  now 'call  as  a  witness  TAKAYAI'A,  Nobutake. 


NOBUTAKE  TAKAYAMA,  called  as  a  witness 
on  behalf  of  the  defense,  being  first  duly  sworn, 
testified  through -Japanese  interpreters  as  follows: 
THE  MONITOR;  Mr.  Blakeney,  the  Language 
Section  does  not  have  the  witness'  affidavit. 

GE^^ITlAL  VASILIEV:  It  has  been  served  upon 
us  only  this  morning  and,  being  here  in  the  court¬ 
room,  we  are  bereft  of  the  opportunity  to  prepare 
our  objections,  Te  ask  to  comply  with  the  rules  con¬ 
cerning  the  time  of  serving  the  documents. 

J5R.  PLAKENEY;  Of  course,  I  know  nothing  of 
when  it  is,  served  except  that  I  received  it  yesterday, 
and  I  cannot'  investigate  the  matter  now.  So,  if 

'I 

prosecutioh  are- going  to  insist  on  their  rights,  we 
will  have  to  stand  him  down. 

THE  PRESIDENT :  Do  you  want  him  stood  down? 

JH.  PLAKENEY;  If  the  objection  is  persisted 

in,  I  do. 


•CENTRAL  VASILIEV:  Not  to  cause  unnecessary 


TAKi.YAMi. 


DIRECT 


delay,  I  do  not  object  to  the  reeding  of  this  affi¬ 
davit,  because  I  managed  to  have  a  look  at  the  con¬ 
tents  of  this  affidavit. 

ThTi  PRESIDENT:  Have  the  Language  Section  a 

copy  yet? 

THE  MONITOR:  We  have,  sir. 

DIRECT  EX;.r';iNATIOK 
BY  MR.  BL/.KENEY: 

Q  Ik!r.  V/itness,  state  your  name  and  residence, 
n  liy  name  is  T/.K/.YAilH  Shinobu.  My  present 
address  is  240  Kamiyagira,  Matsudo  City,  Chiba  Pre¬ 
fecture. 

MR.  BLAKEKEY :  I  ask  that  the  witness  be 
handed  defense  document  1704. 

('Whereupon,  a  document  was  handed 
to  the  witness.) 

Q  And,  I  ask  you,  Mr.  V/ltness,  to  examine 
that  document  and  state  v/hether  it  is  your  affidavit 
given  under  youf  signature  and  seal. 

A  This  is  the  affidavit  to  v;hich  I  have  de¬ 
posed.  It  boars  my  signature  and  seal. 

Q  i^re  the  contents  thereof  true  and  correct? 
u  The  contents  are  true  end  correct. 

BLAKENEY:  The  affidavit,  defense  docu¬ 
ment  1704,  is  offered  in  evidence. 


DIRECT 


23, 


THE  PKESIDEl.'T:  General  Vnsiliev. 

GSDER..L  Vi.SILIEV:  I  object  to  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  this  affidavit,  if  the  Tribunal  please. 
This  affidavit  gives  the  data  concerning  the  numer¬ 
ical  strength  of  the  K^'/antung  and  Korea  t.rmies,  pre¬ 
pared  by  a  group  of  Japanese  for  the  Headquarters  of 
the  Allied  Forces.  Lieuten: nt  Colonel  Blake,  from 
G-2,  gave  testimony  concerning  this  data  covering 
the  sane  period  of  time.  Whrt  for  ore  these  addi¬ 
tional  testimony?  Partial  transferring  of  troops 
has  no  relevance  to  the  issues  of  this  case;  and, 
if  they  are  in  some  \7ay  connected  v;ith  the  numerical 
strength,  then  they  were  included  into  the  data  al¬ 
ready  submitted  before  the  Tribunal. 

On  these  grounds,  I  ask  the  honorable  Tri¬ 
bunal  to  reject  the  affidi.vit. 

THE  PIiESlDERT :  Major  Blnkeney. 

IJ<.  BLi.KEiiN'EY:  I  think  the  relevance  of  the 
evidence  herein  tendered  is  readily  apparent.  The 
Soviet  prosecution  charges,  and  declines  to  abandon 
that  chargi  ,  that  preparations  for  an  aggressive  v.'cr 
against  the  USSR  were  made  in  Manchuria  until  the 
2nd  of  September,  1945.  On  the  question  of  v'hcther 
preparations  were  being  made  fer  cn  aggressive  war, 
it  must  be  material  to  know  v'hr.t  type  of  troops  v/ere 
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THE  PRESIDEliT;  Goneral  Vasiliev. 

GSRERi.L  Vi.SILIEV;  I  object  to  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  this  affidavit,  if  the  Tribunal  please. 
This  affidavit  gives  the  data  concerning  the  numer¬ 
ical  strength  of  the  K’vantung  and  Korea  ..rmies,  pre¬ 
pared  by  a  group  of  Japanese  for  the  Headquarters  of 
the  Allied  Forces.  Lieuten-.  nt  Colonel  Blake,  from 
G-2,  gave  testimony  concerning  this  data  covering 
the  sane  period  of  time.  V/het  for  are  these  addi¬ 
tional  testimony?  Partial  transferring  of  troops 
has  no  relevance  to  the  issues  of  this  case;  and, 
if  they  are  in  some  vray  connected  vath  the  numerical 
strength,  then  they  were  included  into  the  data  al¬ 
ready  submitted  before  the  Tribunal. 

On  these  grounds,  I  ask  the  honorable  Tri¬ 
bunal  to  reject  the  affidavit. 

THE  PRESIDERT:  Major  Blnkeney. 
iJ{.  BLi.KEiN'EY;  I  think  the  relevance  of  the 
evidence  herein  tendered  is  readily  apparent.  The 
Soviet  prosecution  charges,  and  declines  to  abandon 
that  charge  ,  that  preparations  for  an  aggressive  v;or 
against  the  USSR  were  made  in  tianchuria  until  the 
2nd  of  September ,  194-5.  On  the  question  of  whether 
preparations  were  being  mode  for  cn  aggressive  war, 
it  must  be  material  to  know  v'hct  type  of  troops  were 
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there,  vhore  their  equipment  was,  hov:  ve  account 
fcr  their  large  or  small  numbers,  v/hr.t  their  qual¬ 
ity  was.  The  Soviet  prosecution,  themselves,  intro¬ 
duced  evidence  of  the  strength  of  the  Kv'antung  i^rmy 
and  the  Korea  ^rmy  in  1945*  We  are  engaged  at  the 
moment  in  rebutting  that  testimony,  end  the  tendency 
of  the  evidence  now  under  consideration  is  to  rebut 
the  fact,  as  contained  in  the  Soviet  testimony,  of 
the  number  of  troops  end  to  explain,  in  connection 
with  such  troops  as  wore  there,  the  circumstances 
from  \/hich  the  Tribunal  mey  Judge  whether  they  were 
stationed  there  v.'ith  aggressive  intent. 

General  Vasiliev,  by  the  way,  objected  the 
other  day  to  testimony  from  .imerican  sources  of 
Japanese  strength,  saying  that  Japanese  figures 
would  be  far  more  acceptable  to  him.  he  did  not, 
at  the  time,  object  to  the  relevance  of  figures,  as 
such,  presumably  because  it  had  not  yet  occurred  to 
them  that  they  might  disclaim  the  evidence  put  in 
against  the  defense  as  to  1945.  Wo  nov.'  tender  the 
evidence  from  Japanese  sources,  and  he  objects  to  it. 

THE  PRESIDENT;  Did  Colonel  Blake  give  this 

evidence? 

BLiaCENEY;  Colonel  Blake  gave  nothing 
but  estimates  of  troop  strength  and  identified  the 
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I  Japanese  figures  thereof.  This  man  states  the 

figures  incidental  and,  from  there,  goes  on  to  ex- 

I 

j  plain  the  type  of  troops  there,  their  purpose,  their 

^  reasons,  and  so  forth,  negating  the  aggressive  in- 

t 

( 

tent  as  charged  in  the  Indictment  and  by  the  evi- 

j 

dence  in  the  year  194-5* 

I  1  submit  it  is  clearly  admissible. 

GEhER/iL  Vi.SILIEV;  I  didn't  state  that  the 
j  document  is  irrelevant  to  the  Issues  of  the  case. 

,  I  merely  said  it  is  repetitious  and  the  introduction 

I 

I  of  it  v;ill  bo  a  v/aste  of  time.  Colonel  Blake  ident¬ 
ified  Japanese  data,  and  nov/  the  same  data  is  being 
presented  again.  It  is  unnecessarily  burdening  of 
the  record. 

,  THE  PRESlLEiiT:  By  e  majority,  the  Court 

;  overrules  the  objection  and  admits  the  document. 

CLERK  OF  THE  COURT;  Defense  document  1704 
will  receive  exhibit  No.  2708. 

(Whereupon,  the  document  above  re¬ 
ferred  to  was  marked  defense  exhibit  ho. 

2708  and  received  in  evidence.) 
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Ul.  BLiKLI\TY;  I  i'ea*;’.  the  c’.<^cun:Gnt  which, 
omitting  the  formal  parts,  is  as  follows: 

"I  ar  a  former  colonel,  r!y  present  residence 
is  240  Kamiyagira,  liatsudo  City,  Chiba  Prefecture. 

;.t  present  I  am  serving  in  the  1st  Demobilization 
Bureau. 

"C-ncerning  the  troop  strength  of  the  Kvir.n- 
tung  Army  and  the  Korea  Army,  a  document  was  pre¬ 
pared  and  submitted  to  the  GH^  at  their  request.  The 
document  was  prepared  by  a  committee  of  pen,  formerly 
of  the  V;ar  Mnlstry  and  the  General  Staff  Office, 
concerned  with  such  matters,  from  their  notes  and 
memories.  The  fv  llov/ing  is  an  accurate  excerpt  from 
tliat  docament,  I  was  formerly  attached  to  the  War 
I-linistry  and  the  General  Staff  Office,  and  took  part 
in  that  meeting. 

'•COKCLRHirO  Tiili  TROOP  STKLJ  GTh  OF  TIE 

KWi.NTuriG  Arro  thl  ko:.da  ;j;fY  ir  1945. 

"V/ith  the  growing  intensity  of  the  war  in 
■he  Pacific,  troops  were  gradually  being  transferred 
from  the  Kwantung  Army  to  the  southern  areas,  China, 
etc.,  and  in  the  year  19^5,  with  a  decisive  battle  on 
the  mainland  of  Japan  in  view,  more  troops  v/ere  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Kwantung  Army  to  Japan  Proper  and 
Korea,  the  outline  being  as  follo\/s: 
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"J"*nuiry  1  division,  1  army  headquarters 
and  1  aviation  unit  t^  Form^sr.  and  China. 

"February  Aerial  unit  to  China. 


"March 


3  divisions  and  l  tank  ^’ivisicn 


to  Japan  Proper;  3  division.s  to  Korea. 

"Ap®il  1  tank  brigade  to  Janan  Proper 

1  transport  unit  to  Korea. 

"June  1  rear  service  unit. 

"On  the  other  hand,  the  Kv/antung  Arny  was 
compelled  to  plan  a  defensive  campaign,  the  reneral 
trend  in.Ucating  the  Soviet's  entry  into  the  war 
against  Japan.  That  is  tc  say  that  fr^m  about  the 
end  of  1944  unlawful  frontier  violations  on  the  part 
'^f  T.ussia  increased  in  frequency,  and  in  February 
1945  transfer  of  troops  in  great  numbers  from  Europe 
to  the  Soviet  Far  East  began.  On  5  April  the  Soviet 
Union  denounced  the  Neutrality  Pact  without  consulta¬ 
tion  and  the  transfer  of  troops  became  active, 

"The  Irperial  Headquarters  estimated  that 
the  USSK,  after  detcrnlning  the  phases  cf  the  war  in 
the  Pacific,  would  declare  war  ^>n  Japan  by  winter. 

In  July,  with  the  proclamation  of  the  Potsdam  Declar¬ 
ation,  the  probability  of  Soviet  participation  in 
the  war  became  greater,  and  our  estimate  was  that  by 
that  autumn  war  would  be  declared. 
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"V/ith  the  above  estinate  emergency  measures 
were  taken  in  coni'.ecticn  with  the  Kwantung  ^.rr.y  as 
follows : 

"February  8  divisions  and  4  nixecl  brigades 
were  newly  installed  in  h'anchuria. 

"April  V/ith  the  denunciation  of  the 

Neutrality  Pact  orders  were  issued  to  prepare  for 
the  transfer  of  4  divisions  from  China  to  ^-anchuria. 

"M-y  It  was  decided  to  readjust  the 

front  in  China  and  collect  forces  in  North  and  Cen¬ 
tral  China,  and  on  30  /^ay  the  order  of  battle  of  the 
Kwantung  Army  was  issued,  the  transfer  of  4  divisions 
from  China  to  i^anchuria  ordered,  the  period  of  trans¬ 
fer  being  for  between  June  and  the  end  of  July,  Also 
a  part  of  the  Korea  Army  stationed  in  Northern  Korea 
v/as  placed  under  the  comirand  of  the  Kv;antung  Army, 
"June  1  army  headquarters  and  1 

division  transferred  to  Korea  from  China  and  placed 
under  the  command  of  the  Kwantung  Army, 

"July  Total  mobilization  of  sound  mon 

in  Korea  and  lianchuria  ordered,  but  the  USCR  entered 
the  war  before  the  completion  of  the  mobilization. 

"At  the  close  of  the  war  total  manpower 
according  to  the  organizations  was  780,000,  but 
mobilization  not  being  complete  no  accurate  fif?ures 
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cr.n  be  had.  As  to  the  quality  of  the  arny,  it 
being  newly  forned,  raid  the  non  uneducated  and  with 
feeble  equipment,  it  was  very  peer. 

"In  Korea  and  especially  in  Southern  Korea, 
preparations  were  being  made  for  the  war  agair  st 
the  United  States,  and  at  the  close  of  the  war  there 
Y/ere  7  divisions,  2  mixed  brigades  and  2  nixed  regi¬ 
ments,  totalling  about  260,000  men." 

You  ray  cross-exanine , 

TUI  PIXSIDEIIT:  General  Vasiliev. 

GL^Tli’iAL  VASILU:^V;  No  cross-examination, 
yrur  Honor. 

ITi.  BL/JQENhY;  I  request  that  the  witness 
be  released  on  the  usual  terms, 

THE  PRESIDENT;  He  is  released  accordingly, 
(V/hereupon,  the  witness  was  ex¬ 
cused.) 

M  .  BL;JvENEY:  I  wish  now  to  recall  for 
redirect  oxamir:  tion,  vdiich  was  deferred  from  the 
21st  of  h'ay,  the  witness  liASKII.OTO,  Gun, 
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1  I  COLO^^L  St^IRNOV:  Your  Honor,  I  ’.vould  like 

» 

t 

2  to  make  the  follov/ing  statement  before  the  redirect 

3  examination  of  the  witness  HASHII!OTO,  Gun. 

i  Yoiir  Honor,  I  would  like  to  inform  the  Court 

’ j  that  the  map,  being  part  of  exhibit  766  and  presented 
^  during  the  cross-examination  of  the  witness  HASHEIOTO, 
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Gun  on  Hay  20  has  been  processed  and  served  upon  the 
Court  and  the  defense. 

Secondly,  in  the  interests  of  saving 
time  I  consider  it  necessary  to  give  the  following 
explanations  concerning  this  map.  Exhibit  766  which 
is  a  memorandum  of  the  Military  History  Department 
of  the  General  Staff  of  the  Soviet  Army  and  v’hich  is 
Appendix  1  of  the  map  in  question  shov/s  that  the 

sketch  map  bearing  the  Japanese  stamp  "Top 
Secret"  was  captured  in  the  fighting  with  the  YAI-IAGATA 
Separate  Detachment  in  the  Nomonhan  area. 

’.7e  checked  all  the  inscriptions  on  the  map. 
Not  a  word  in  it  is  in  the  Russian  or  the  Mongolian 
languages.  All  names  of  the  inhabited  points  and 
other  inscriptions  are  made  in  the  Japanese  language. 
Likewise  the  stamp  "Top  Secret"  which  is  in  the  right- 
hand  top  corner  of  the  m.ap  is  in  the  Japanese  language. 
We  state  that  this  map  having  been  captured  from  the 
Soviet  Army  by  ^he  YA?IAGATA  Japanese  Detachment  during 
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the  fighting  In  the  Noirionlian  area  it  is  absolutely 
certain  that  the  border  line  passing  from  the  Halha 
River  to  the  east  as  shown  on  this  map  tallies  in 
substancii  v;lth  the  border  line  as  shovm  on  the  map 
of  the  Soviet  General  Staff  of  1935  and  other  maps 
sho’ving  the  border  to  the  east  of  the  Halha  River. 
T.:eso  maps  are  with  the  Tribunal.  The  inscription 
which  appears  on  the  map  near  the  stamp  "Top  Secret" 
is  also  in  the  Japanese  language  and  reads  as  follows: 
"Map  of  a  Part  of  Outer  Mongolia  captured  during  the 
Fighting  of  the  YAMAGATA  Detachment."  Thus  this  in¬ 
scription  permits  two-fold  Interpretation. 

There  is  no  indication  of  the  time  and 
place  of  the  publishing  of  the  map.  The  Soviet 
prosecution  during  the  cross-examination  of  HASHIMOTO, 
Gun  and  earlier  submitted  this  map  to  prove  that  even 
in  the  beginning  of  the  fighting  in  the  Nomonhan  area 
the  Japanese  Detachment,  which  one  of  the  first  started 
the  fighting,  had  a  military  sketch  map  showing  correct 
border  line  —  correct  state  border  line  --  and  this- 
is  the  only  purpose  of  the  presentation  of  this  map. 

That  is  all  I  have  to  say,  your  Honor. 

JIR.  BIJ^KEIJEY:  Since  October  the  defense 
has  objected,  until  all  concerned  are  weary^  to  this 
testifying  and  arguing  at  the  lectern  by  all  Soviet 
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prosecutors  so  I  suppose  it  is  necessary  only  to 
say  that  vie  again  object  and  request  that  his  remarks 
be  disregarded  insofar  as  they  deal  with  matters  of 
fact. 

COLOiJEL  SMIRNOV:  Your  Honor,  I  didn’t 
wish  to  give  argiunent  but  I  merely  wanted  to  state 
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i  the  position  of  the  prosecution  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  tilting  windmills  as  it  were  in  some  cases 
on  the  part  of  the  defense  while  submitting  other 
matters, 

THE  PRESIDEOT:  V/lthout  receiving  any 
explanations  we  will,  of  course,  disregard  everything-- 
every  statement  which  should  be  the  subject  of  evidence. 
I’H.  BLAIffilJEY:  I  now  proceed  to  adduce 

evidence. 

GUN  HASHIffOTO,  recalled  as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  the  defense,  having  been  previously 
sworn,  testified  through  Japanese  interpreters 
as  follows: 

REDIRECT  EXAPUNATION 

BY  I®.  PLAKENEY: 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
testimony  already  given  by  this  v/ltness  may  be  found 
on  pages  of  the  transcript  22,576  -  22,666. 
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Q  I  ask  that  the  v/itncss  bo  handed  exhibit 
766  and  I  ask  you,  Mr.  V/itness,  to  direct  your  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  nap  annexed  thereto.  ’.Vhat  is  the  title 
written  on  that  nan? 

A  A  nap  of  Outer  Mongolia  captured  in  the 
course  of  fighting  by  the  YAI.IAGATA  Detachment, 

Q  Was  that  "by  the  YAIIAGATA  Detachment"? 

A  The  accurate  interpretation  of  the  Japanese* 
is  so. 

Q  In  looking  at  that  map,  Hr.  Witness,  can  you 
form  a  conclusion  ''hethor  it  is  a  Japanese  nap  or  a 
map  from  foreign  sources? 

A  Yes,  I  can, 

Q  What  is  your  conclusion  of  that  matter? 

A  This  is  not  a  nap  drawn  up  by  the  Japanese, 

Q  State  to  the  Tribunal  the  reasons  leading 
you  to  that  conclusion, 

A  The  first  reason  is  the  title  of  which  you 
have  asked.  This  is  obvious. 

Ky  second  reason  is  on  looking  at  this  map 
it  is  noted  that  the  area  v/est  of  the  Halha  River, 
namely  the  area  of  Outer  Mongolia,  that  is  to  say, 
v/et't  of  the  Ilalha  River  and  which  Japan  claims  to  be 
the  border  line,  is  indicated  in  great  detail.  On  the 
contrary  the  area  east  of  the  Kalha  River,  namely,  in 
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the  territory  of  Manchukuo,  the  map  is  not  inscribed 
in  a  detailed  manner.  In  the  Outer  Mongolian  area, 
that  is  to  say,  In  the  area  west  of  the  Halha  River, 
the  Japanese  had  no  opportunity  or  means  to  make  a 
survey  to  draw  up  a  nap  and,  therefore,  it  is  difficult 
on  the  part  of  the  Japanese  to  inscribe  on  the  map 
such  detail?  as  are  found  on  this  map  with  respect  to 
the  topography  of  the  Outer  Mongolian  area. 
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Q  Just  a  Tiior.vint  at  that  point.  On  Japanese 
General  Staff  naps  prepared  at  and  prior  to  the  tine 
of  Mononhan  is  such  detail  shown  to  the  west  of  the 
Kfcilha  Iiiver? 

A  It  does  not  appear  in  detail.  That  is  my 
assumption. 

THE  :.;0KIT0h:  I  do  not  think  those  naps 
bear  anything  in  detail  ps  far  as  the  area  west  of 
the  Ilalha  liver  is  concornod. 

Q  All  right,  Ilr.  ’"Itness,  proceed  with  your 
reasons , 

A  The  third  reason  is  the  manner  in  which 
this  map  has  been  dravn  up.  "'n  this  riiap  there  is 
a  border  line  which  the  Kussians  claim  indicated  in 
a  manner  which  is  not  used  in  indicating  border  lines 
on  Japanese  maps.  The  marks  wsed  on  this  map  are 
similar  to  marks  used  on  Japanese  maps  when  indicat¬ 
ing  administrative  districts,  that  is,  intornni 
r.drinistrntivo  districts.  Tho  r.nrks  employed  by  the 
Japanese  in  indicating  borders,  borders  separating 
tv^o  countries ,  are  cross  and  dash  marks  used  alter¬ 
nately.  On  this  map  horizontal  lines  and  vertical 
lines  are  used  apparently  to  indicate  marsh  land. 
Vertical  lines  are  never  used  by  the  Japanese  in 
indicating  such,  furthermore,  on  this  map  there  arc 
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^  marks  inoici-ting  Lama  Taryles.  Tlie  markincs  used 
^  t  on  this  rap  to  indicate  Lama  Temples  are  different 

j  from  the  marks  used  by  the  Japanese,  and  here  and 

4  i  there  on  this  nap  there  are  nrrl:s  indicating 

i 

5  j  I'iongolian  obos.  The  markings  used  on  this  nap 

s  !  are  n^'t  the  kind  of  markings  employed  by  the 

7  Japanese. 

3  For  the  above  stated  reasons  I  cone  to 

)  j  the  conclusion  that  this  mop  was  not  prepared  or 
)  drawn  up  by  the  Japanese. 

lit.  BLAKKNEY:  Wow,  I  ask  that  while 
•  retaining  that  nap  the  witness  be  handed  exhibit 

'  26 57 »  tills  bein'  the  map  prepared  by  the  Russian 

^  General  Staff,  The  nap  v;as  withdrawn  by  the 

prosecution,  and  at  the  tine  it  was  withdrawn  I 
instructed  the  gentleman  who  withdrew  it  that  I 
should  require  it  for  cross-examination  yesterday 
or  today.  I  request  that  it  be  sunt  for  and 

produced  so  that  I  nay  proceed. 

I 

1  fae  map  proves  to  be  in  the  Clerk's 

j  Possession,  and  is  now  being  handed  to  the  witness, 
j  TilE  :  Colonel  Smirnov. 

j  C'^LONI'.L  SI  ir.NC'V :  Your  Honor,  it  seems 

i 

to  me  that  functions  are  attributed  to  the  witness 
!  w!  ich  cannot  be  attributed  to  bin  because  he  is  not 
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r.r  expert. 

TiiE  PRESIDENT;  He  is  a  Lieutenant  General, 
and  that  is  enough  for  us,  I  think. 

12\.  BLAICEI'fLY:  The  prosecution  treated  him 
as  an  expert  on  naps. 

Q  I  ask  you,  Jlr,  ’’'itness,  to  examine  that 
nap,  exhibit  2657,  the  Russian  General  Staff  map, 
and  to  locate  thereon  the  approximate  area  included 
on  the  smaller  map  attached  to  exhibit  766.  Make 
a  comparison  of  those,  please,  and  state  to  the 
Tribunal  whether  they  are  alike  or  different, 

A  Generally,  the  same, 

Q  I  ask  you  to  state  one  point  of  similarity 
which  strikes  your  attention, 

A  For  instance,  as  I  have  already  indicated, 
the  manner  of  indlc'-tlng  the  border  line  is  the 
same.  Let  alone  the  border  line  markings,  here  and 
there  the  border  line  is  omitted  in  a  few  places, 
and  the  size  of  the  markings  as  well  es  the  location 
of  such  markings  are  the  same, 

Q  Row,  just  a  moment.  Please  take  a  green 
pencil  and  nark  on  the  smaller  map  sore  of  the 
points,  at  one  or  vjoro  of  the  points  at ’which  the 
border  line  mark  is  missing  on  both  maps. 
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H;.SniMOTO  DIRECT 

(Whereupon,  the  witness  nerked  the 
document, ) 

r-ul.  BLAKENEY:  I  think  that  will  suffice 
for  present  purposes. 

Q  How,  using  the  same  green  pencil  —  I  am 
sorry.  State  another  point  of  similarity  between 
the  two,  Hr,  Witness, 

A  The  sane  markings  arc.  used  to  indicate  the 
Lama  Temples  in  both  maps. 
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I  ^  Please  rinf  one  or  two  of  those  with  green 

on  the  small  map;  Just  one  or  two  will  suffice. 

A  (The  witness  indicated  on  the  map.) 

Q  Are  there  other  points? 

A  The  markings  to  indicate  the  ovals  are  the 

same. 
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^  Ring  one  or  two  of  those,  please,  in 
green. 

A  (The  witness  indicated  on  the  map.) 

Q  '7ell,  one  will  do  for  now. 

Now  let  me  direct  your  attention  to  the 
marks  of  altitude,  the  figures  showing  altitudes, 
on  the  small  map  attached  to  exhibit  766.  Till 
you  please  compare  the  two  maps  and  state  whether 
you  can  find  correspondences  or  whether  you  find 
di^^®r6nces  between  the  altitudes  shown  on  the  two 
maps? 
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A  There  are  about  ten  figures  indicating 
altitude  on  the  smaller  map,  and  at  one  glance  I  note 
that  most  of  them  are  the  same. 

Q  Please  take  a  pencil  and  underline  half  a 
dozen  or  so  of  those.  That  is  what  color?  Blue 
pencil. 

THE  INTERPRETER;  Mr.  Blakeney,  is  it  a 
blue  or  green  pencil  you  want  used? 
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^!R.  BLAKENEY:  Blue  this  time. 

THE  PRESTDEKT:  The  v/itness  must  tell  us. 

A  (The  v/itness  indicated  on  the  map.) 

0  I  think  that  is  enough. 

One  last  question  in  this  connection,  Mr. 
'7itness;  You  did  not  mention  whether  you  find  the 
symbols  for  swamps  to  be  the  same  on  the  two  maps. 

A  The  markings  are  the  same  on  both  maps. 

0  ’7ell,  I  ask  you  to  take  what  color  pencil 
you  have  in  your  hand  and  Just  mark  one  or  tv/o  of 
those.  Red  this  time,  I  understand. 

A  Red  (indicating  on  the  map). 

0  All  right. 

i!R.  BLAKENEY:  Has  he  marked? 

MARSHAL  or  THE  COURT:  It  appears  quite 
indiscernible,  quite  light,  sir. 

A  (Thie  witness  indicated  on  the  map.) 

0  All  right. 

I-1R.  BLAKENEY;  Leaving  those  maps,  I  now 
ask  that  the  witness  be  handed  the  map  constituting 
exhibit  2660. 


(’Thereupon,  the  v/itness  vras  handed 


a  map. ) 


o  Please  look  at  that  map,  f’r.  '"Itness,  and 
familiarize  yourself  v/ith  it. 
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A  (The  witness  examined  the  map.) 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Is  there  any  undisputed 
Japanese  array  raap  of  this  area  in  evidence? 

MR.  BLAKENEY:  Yes,  sir,  exhibit  2653* 

THE  PRESIDENT:  That  is  raerely  for  refer¬ 
ence. 
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Q  Now,  Mr.  Witness,  looklnr  at  that  map, 
do  you  see  the  red  line  which,  according  to  the 
testimony  here,  represents  the  boundary  agreed 
upon  in  the  TOGO-Molotov  Agreement? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Colonel  Smirnov. 

A  I  note  it. 

COLONEL  SMIRNOV:  Your  Honor,  I  do  not  quite 
understand  what  ray  learned  friend  is  trying  to 
prove.  He  can  compare  15  more  maps  and  that  v/lll 
be  a  mere  waste  of  time. 

MR.  BLAKENEY:  I  would  be  very  happy  to 
assist  counsel  out  of  his  bewilderment  by  stating 
that  ray  purpose  Is  to  disprove  the  statement  made 
by  him  a  few  moments  ago  and  on  former  occasions 
that  this  map,  captured  by  the  Yamagata  Butal,  was 
a  Japanese  map  containing  an  admission  of  the  frontier 
alleged  by  the 

COLONEL  elilRNOV:  Your  Honor,  as  I  stated 
before  and  I  state  it  now,  this  map  was  submitted 
by  us  merely  to  prove  the  fact  that  the  Yamagata 
Detachment  at  the  beginning  of  the  fighting  had 
a  map  on  which  the  boundary  line  was  marked  correatlv. 

I  pointed  out  that  the  map  had  no  indication  of  the 
date  of  nubllshlng  and  of  the  place  of  publishing,  but 
this  map  was  or  the  Yamagata  Detachment.  My  colleague. 
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1  I  it  seems,  is  trvinp  to  studv  the  crlfin  of  the  map 

2  and  trvlnp  to  studv  the  comparison  of  several 

3  maps.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessarv  in  view  of 

4  savlnp  time.  More  so,  because  my  colleague  is  now 

5  going  to  compare  two  maps  of  different  scales.  One 
is  one  to  two-hundred  thousand  and  the  other  is  one 

7  to  five-hundred  thousand.  He  is  trvinp  to  compare 

®  precisely  tv/o  identical  maps. 

j  the  PREt>IDE!>Ti  The  scales  may  not  matter, 

I  Colonel,  but  the  markings  may.  If  you  say  that  you 

j  are  not  relying  upon  exhibit  766  as  an  admission 
12  ' 

‘  by  the  Japanese  of  the  boundary  line  on  the  map 

13  ' 

'  attached  to  that  exhibit,  then  perhaps,  we  y^ill  save 
^'*’1  time. 
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COLONEL  eKIRNOV:  Your  Honor,  I  can  prove 
once  mere  that  submitting  this  map  will  merely  try 
to  prove  the  fact  that  the  Yamagata  Detachment  at 
the  very  beginning  of  the  fighting  in  the  Nomonhan 
Area  had  a  map  with  a  correct  boundary  line.  Besides, 
It  v/as  used  by  the  Japanese  during  the  operations, 
which  is  seen  from  the  Japanese  inscriptions  on  the 
map  and  the  stamp  "Top  t^ecret"  —  Japanese  stamp 
"Top  iJecret." 

f(R.  BLAKENEY:  And  I  repeat  that  I  am  only 
trying  to  show  that  the  reason  the  Yamagata  Units 
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had  a  map  of  what  the  Colonel  calls  a  correct 
boundary  line  at  the  beginning  of  the  fighting, 

Is  that  they  had  captured  the  map  from  sources  who 
made  It  from  the  Russian  General  i>taff  map. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  V/e  will  recess  for  fif¬ 
teen  minutes. 

(v/hereupon,  at  144  5',  a  recess 
was  taken  until  1500,  after  which  the 
proceedings  were  resumed  as  follows.) 
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MARSIiAL  OF  THE  COURT i  The  International 
Military  Tribunal  for  the  Far  East  is  now  resumed. 

THE  PRESIDENT;  Colonel  Smirnov. 

COLONEL  SMIRNOV;  Your  Honor,  I  would  like 
once  more  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Tribunal  to  the 
fact  that  we  merely  tried  to  prove  by  this  map  that 
this  map  v/as  in  the  operational  use  of  the  YAMAGATA 
detachment.  Vie  do  not  knov/  whether  this  map  was 
originally  drawn  up  by  the  Japanese  or  they  mere,- y 
copied  it  from  the  Soviet  map.  There  are  no  inscrip¬ 
tions  on  the  map  showing  the  date  of  the  publishing 
and  the  place  of  the  publishing  of  tlie  map,  but  all 
the  inscriptions  on  the  map  are  made  in  Japanese  and 
there  is  a  Japanese  stamp  meaning  "top  secret,"  There¬ 
for  it  is  an  operational  Japanese  map, 

THE  PhEblDEi.T;  Well,  if  we  do  not  knov/ 
whether  it  is  a  Japanese  map  or  a  Russian  map,  ctn 
we  treat  it  as  an  admission  by  the  Japanese  of  the 
boundary  appearing  on  the  map? 

COLONEL  SMIRNOV;  Your  Honor,  we  submitted 
this  map  only  to  prove  that  the  first  YAMAGATA  detach¬ 
ment,  the  first  Japanese  detachment  who  started  the 
fighting  in  this  area  had  a  map  with  the  correct  border 
line  on  it. 
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THE  P.\LSIDEiiT;  But  even  you  say  that  may 
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have  been  a  Russian  map  copied  by  the  Japanese  end 
you  may  not*  care  to  press  that  as  an  admission  by  the 
Japanese  of  the  boundary  appearing  on  that  map. 

COLONEL  SMIRNOV*  We  think,  your  Honor, 
that  this  is  an  indirect  admission  of  the  fact,  but 
we  can't  say  •■mpybe  the  Japanese  used  the  Soviet  map 
of  the  Soviet  General  Staff  to  make  their  copies  of  it. 

MR.  3LAKEHEY*  I  thought  that  was  their 
position; that  is  why  I  offered  that  proof. 

THE  PRESIDENT*  Well,  that  is  the  whole  of 
the  proof,  is  it? 

BLAKENEY*  Before  recess  the  witness  had 
been  handed  a  different  mrp,  exhibit  No,  2660  and  I 
believe  I  had  asked  him  the  question  whether  he  sees 
the  red  line  appearing  therc-on  indicatini,  as  shown  by 
testimony  heretofore  introduced,  the  boundary  agreed 
upon  by  the  TOGO-Eolotov  Agreement, 

BY  Ku\.  BLAKENEY:  (Continued) 

Q  Do  you  see  thr-.t,  Mr.  Witness? 

A  Yes,  I  can  see  the  red  line  clearly. 

Q  And  do  you  see  the  Halha  River? 

A  Yes,  1  do, 

Q  ViTilch  you  have  already  testified  was  the- 
Japanese  contention  of  the  boundary? 

A  Yes. 
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Q  And  do  you  see  the  black  broken  line  or 
dashes,  which  according  to  testimony  already  Intro- 
.  duced  in  the  case,  represented  the  Soviet  contention 
of  the  boundary  prior  to  the  Nomonhon  Incident? 

A  Yes,  I  do. 

Q  Now  comparing  those  three  lines  I  should 
like  to  ask  you  this  question.  In  the  final  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  boundary  v/ere  concessions  made  —  concess¬ 
ions  being  made  from  Soviet  contentions,  were  there 
also  concessions  made  by  the  Soviet  side  in  favor  of 
Manchukuo  as  shown  by  those  boundaries? 

IHE  PiiESIDEMi  Colonel  Smirnov. 

CCLOWEL  SMIRi'.OV:  Your  Honor,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  translation  I  heard  was  correct  but  it 
seems  that  this  witness  is  turned  into  an  expert  on 
diplomatic  questions  which  is  beyond  his  competency 
os  a  military  men.  Therefore,  1  object  to  this 
question. 

Mn.  BLAKENEYi  No,  he  is  only  an  expert  map 

reader. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  No  knowledge  of  diplomacy 
is  Involved,  All  he  is  required  to  do  is  to  read  the 
agreement  and  then  look  at  the  map  and  read  the  map 
in  regard  to  the  agreement. 

A  llay  I  reply?  As  for  as  the  Idanchukuo  side  was 
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concerned,  gencrnljy  speaking,  Ifnnchukuo  conceded 
to  the  borderline  ''S  cl^'lined  by  the*  Soviets,  thp.t  is, 
to  c  border  line  ppproy.lmetlng  the  frontier  line  ps 
clriir.ed  by  the-  Soviets.  As  far  as  the  Outer  luongollen 
side  or  the  Soviet  side  is  concerned,  concession  was 
made  of  a  very  small  pert  on  this  mrp  rt  two  locations, 
was  m.rde  on  the  border.line  ps  originally  claimed  by 
the  Soviet  side. 
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concerned,  gencrnlly  speaking,  Mnnehukuo  conceded 
to  the  borderline  ^'S  cl^'lnied  by  the  Soviets,  thp.t  Is, 
to  c  borderline  rpproj:  imp  ting  the  frontier  line  ps 
clriir.ed  by  the  Soviets.  As  far  as  the  Outer  liongolien 
side  or  the  Soviet  side  is  concerned,  concession  was 
agde  of  a  very  small  pert  on  this  mrp  rt  tv;o  locations, 
was  m.pde  on  the  border. line  ps  originrlly  claimed  by 


the  Soviet  side. 
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;JR.  ELAKUT:’/:  /II  right.  I  should  like  to 
rfcir.ind  the  Tribuncl  thr  t  this  v/itness  in  testifying 
earlier  in  cross-exr.roinc;tion  r.crked  c  number  of  mrps. 

I  refer  to  exhibits  766-^.,  7^7-A  er.d  767-B.  Or  some 
of  them,  for  cxcmplc  767-A,  it  wes  conceded  by  oil 
concerned  that  he  hrd  mists kenly  mrrked  the  bound cries 
bo  for  cs'I  em  concerned,  I  r.m  content  to  leave  the 
matter  there  v;ith  the  obvious  cxnlcnotion  of  the  mis- 
t.  kes  in  marking  these  chotostftic  copies,  unless  any 
Member  of  the  Tribunal  desires  further  questioning  to 
be  undertaken,  1  should  hfve  said  photostatic  end 
sketch  maps. 

And  therefore,  in  thi.t  connection,  I  shell 

! sk  only  one  question, 

Q  Mr.  •’Itncss,  statement  was  made  by  the 
prosc-cutor  in  cross-examining  you,  page  22,631  of  the 
record,  that  on  one  of  these  maps  you  had  mistaken  for 
the  Khalkhin-Gol  River  a  railwry  lino.  I  ask  you 
v.hc  thf  r  on  cny  of  the  ra^  ps  which  you  ha  ve  examined 
of  this  region  there  is  sny  railroad  line  shown? 

A  In  this  area  there  are  actually  no  railroad 
lines,  and  I  heve  seen  no  maps  indicating  railway 
lir.cs . 

MR.  BLAKT'.KEY:  Thrt  concludes  the  redirect 
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THL  PRESIDENT:  Wc  crc  not  sure  thrt  he 
cnsivcred  every  question.  Ho  wrs  intcrru’i'tcd  ct  times 
by  objections  thrt  v;tre  not  sustrined.  If  j^ou  rre 
sftisfied,  we  cro, Mr.jor  Blrkeney. 

..IR.  BU;-^NEY:  I  believe  t^  rt  in  trch  instrnce 
i  reported  the  question,  your  Honor.  I,  therefore, 
rsk  thet  the  witness  be  excused  on  the  usur-1  terms. 

THl  PRESIDENT:  He  is  excused  cccordingly. 
(//hereupon,  the  witness  wes  excused.) 
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fiJR,  BLiiKINEYi  I  now  recoil  the  witness  Yrno 
.'IITST'JI  whose  direct  testimony  Wi  s  given  by  exhibit 
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such  time  rs  the  copies  of  moos  rnnexed  to  his  rffidivit 
should  heve  become  cvr.ilcblt. 

In  connc-ction  with  those  mops,  I  should  like 
to  point  out  to  the  Tribune  1  thrt  not  only  hrve  ohoto- 
strtic  copies  of  the  trrnslr.ted  mrps  been  distributed 
but,  for  the  gre^ftcr  convenience  of  r.ll  concerned,  I 
hevc  clso  hrd  distributed  to  the  Tribuncl  end  the 
prosecution  photostats  of  the  orlglnel  mops  in  Chinese 
or  Jr’-'cnese,  rs  the  cost  me  y  hrve  been,  recson  for 
this  being  thr.t  the  trrnslr.ted  mrps,  bc.ing  only  sketches, 
ore  of  little  or  no  vrlue  on  boundrry  questions. 
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I  nov;  offer  the  witness  for  cross-cxrminrt ion 
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i  Y  A  N  0  M  I  T  S  I'  J  I,  recalled  rs  r  v/itnoss  on 

I 

behrlf  of  tho  defense,  hovinp  been  ’previously 
sworn,  testified  through  Jerrnese  interorcters 
,  f.s  follows: 

I 

I  THE  PRKSIDENT;  Colonc*!  Smirnov, 

CROSS-IXAl^INATION 
I  BY  COLOMLL  SiHRNOV: 

Q  Witness,  do  yo’  confirm  th?  t  the.  mein  issue 
involved  in  the  Iloinonhen  conflict  ms  r.s  follows: 
where  did  the  border  pcss,  rlong  the  Helhc  River  itself 
or  to  the  erst  of  this  river?  In  other  v/ords,  to  whom 
did  the  territory  bi  tween  the  Ht.liir.  River  rnd  line 
15-20  kilometers  erst  of  the  Helhr:  River  belong,  to 
Wrnchurie  or  Mongolic?  Is  thrt  so? 

.!R.  BL/kKINEY:  I  object  to  the  question  on  the 
grounds  thet  it  cells  for  the  conclusion  or  opinion  of 
the  witness  on  c  mrttcr  on  which  he  is  not  qurlificd. 

COLONEL  SMIRNOV:  It  seems  to  me,  your  Honor, 
thet  the  opinion  of  the  witness  is  not  involved  in  this 
question,  but  it  is  the  only  storting  point  from  which 
the  cross-examination  cm  be  started  —  with  which  the 
cross-Gxnrainc.tion  cen  be  started.  Besides,  the  whole 
of  the  witness'  affidavit  is  dcolinp  with  -rccisrly 
the  same  question. 

THT  rRI'SIPKNT;  If  I  undi  rst.ood  the  question 
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correctly,  it  vvc.s  unob jcctlonr.blc  .  Objection  over¬ 
ruled  . 

Q  ?’lll  you  enswer  pleese?  Is  that  correct? 

A  There  is  positively  no  mistake  over  the  fact 
that  the  border  line  lies  clonp  the  Hclha  River. 

'i  I  asked  you  whether  the  disputed  territory 
during  the  conflict  v/cs  the  territory  to  the  erst  of 
the  Hr.lhs  River  end  whether  it  vies  on  this  territory 
thrt  the  fighting  took  piece.  Is  that  correct? 

A  hicy  I  have  the  question  renerted? 

Till'  PRiSIDI.KT:  Jopmose  reporter, 

(Whereupon,  the  question  was  read 
by  the  Jenenese  court  reporter.) 

A  In  view  of  the  situation  then  existing,  I 
do  not  have  the  qur.lif Icrtions  to  reply  to  the  t  ques¬ 
tion. 
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q  You  ccntond  thct  tho  border  line  allegedly 
passed  dong  the  river,  dong  the  river  itself? 
iv  rlo,  net  so. 

q  Not  so?  Then  vhere? 

.i  us  stated  in  ny  affidavit  1  confirmed  the 
fact  that  the  boundary  line  lies  on  the  Hdha  River. 

In  other  v/ords,  the  Halha  River  is  the  frontier  line. 

q  The  Soviet  «  Mongolian  side  ci.ntended  that 
the  border  line  passed  to  the  east  of  the  Halha  River. 
Is  that  correct? 

I  do  not  know  of  the  Soviet  or  Outer  Mongolian 
claim  as  to  this  question.  V/ithin  the  confines  of 
my  uerscnal  study  while  I  \'as  stationed  in  Horombair 
os  vrell  as  whet  reconnaisscncc  v'crk  that  I  conducted, 
it  was  my  understand! n"  that  the  border  line  v/as  the 
Halha  River  itself,  and  that  this  v;cs  recognized  also 
by  the  Outer  ilongolian-Soviet  side. 

q  You  centonu  that  you  \vcre  engng-ed  in  special 
investigation  concerning  the  state  boundary  betv;een 
the  Mongolian  People's  Republic  and  inlanchukuo  in  the 
Kdha  River  area,  and  tlif.t  you  knov:  literally  and  map 
materials  on  this  subject,  don't  you? 

«  Yes. 

Q  Why,  then,  do  you  base  all  your  conclusions 
on  the  boundary  passing  along  the  Halha  River  only 
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^  on  one  Jcponese  and  tv/o  Chinese  books,  and  do  not 
,  give  any  official  materials  except  map  of  1937? 

^  Not  chly  documents,  but  for  a  period  of  ten 

,  months  in  the  year  193^  I  wos  an  Intelligence  officer 

5  in  charge  of  the  assembling  of  intelligence  in  connec- 

6  ticn  with  the  border  patrol  duty. 

7  Q  Wasn't  it  that  you  do  not  refer  to  official 
8 i  Chinese  publications  because  the  official  Chinese 

9  maps  show  the  boundary  line  in  accordance  with  the 

10  contentions  of  the  Scviet-Mongolion  side,  that  it  was 

11  passing  east  of  the  Halha  River? 

12  I  do  not  contend  that  the  border  line  lies  j 

1'  on  the  Halha  River  merely  cn  the  basis  of  documents; 

that  is  to  say,  I  v/as  for  ten  months  on  duty  at  ilorom- 
'  bair  as  I  hc.ve  just  said. 

I  V/ill  you  ansv/er  my  rather  limited  question: 

,  Isn't  iz  that  vqu  dc  not  refer  to  official  Chinese 
f  publications  because  they  shov/  that  the  border  line  is 
east  of  the  Halha  River?  Yes  or  no? 

ii  It  is  a  question  in  connection  v'ith  v;hich 

.:i  , 

'  reference  or  quotation  is  unnecessary. 

J2 

Q  I  do  not  v/ant  to  be  lectured  upon  this  subject. 

A  * 

1  only  v/ant  to  know  how  the  official  Chinese  publications 
end  cfficlel  maps  show  the  border  line,  whether  they  | 

'  show  it  east  of  the  Kalhr  River  or  cn  the  Halha  River. 
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In  sc  far  os  my  study  of  this  question  is  con¬ 
cerned  I  shall  repert  \/hct  I  have  said  before,  that 
the  boundary  lino  lies  on  the  Halha  Kiver. 

ThE  PhESILEnT:  You  nyist  answer*  'You  ore  very 
evasive;  clearly  so,  that  is,  if  the  questions  are 
being  correctly  interpreted  to  you.  There  is  always 
a  possibility  that  they  ore  not. 

IJxt.  BL^JCEKEY:  I  should  like  to  observe,  if  I 
may,  that  owing  I  suppose  to  their  length  the  questions 
must  not  be  interpreted  correctly,  because  I  do  know 
the  v/itness  is  answering  the  questions  that  are  put 
to  him.  I  am  listening  to  whrt  ho  is  saying,  and  I 
suggest  if  the  questions  would  be  made  shorter  and 
more  concise  we  might  get  a  little  farther. 

TEE  PhESIDEiiT:  Judging,  from  the  English 
versions  of  the  questions  that  we  have  heard,  ho  is 
not  answering, 

Q  I  ask  you  to  ansv/er  my  question. 

A  I  think  still  that  the  Hallia  River  is  the 
line  on  which  the  boundaiy  line  exists,  in- so  far  as 
my  study  is  concerned  end  according  to  all  of  the  docu¬ 
ments  and  books  that  I  have  seen. 

THE  PRESIDEiNT:  Have  you  seen  any  official 
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Chinese  publications  shov/ing  the  border  east  of  that 
river? 
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THE  VVITNSSS:  Ho,  I  have  not, 

Q  Wasn't  it  that  you  didn't  rofer  to  tho  naps 
drov/n  up  end  pub li shod  by  the  Kwantung  Territory 
Govornnent  Office  and  by  the  Kv/rntung  ..rray  Staff 
because  up  to  1935  thes  maps  also  showed  the  border 
line  as  passing  to  the  oast  cf  the  Halha  hiver,  tJiot 
is,  in  accordencvj  with  the  contentions  of  the  Seviet- 
tiongollan  side? 
h  Not  so, 

Q  Tl'.en  you  are  not  av'are  of  the  fact  that  in 
1935  the  boundary  line  on  the  Japanese  maps  was 
arbitrarily  transferred  on  the  Halha  hiver  from  the 
lino  to  the  oast  of  the  river,  are  you?  That  was  in 
1935. 

I  do  not  know, 

COLOidEL  St.IhHOV:  Your  Honor,  may  the  witness 
be  shewn  a  number  of  maps?  May  I  be  permitted  to 
show  the  witness  a  number  of  maps? 

THE  PhESIoEHT;  You  may. 
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COLONEL  SI'.IRNOV;  Unv  the  v/itness  bo  shown 
exhibits  764  and  These  riaps  were  already 

produced  to  the  Court. 

(’Vhereupon,  docunents  v/ere  handed 
to  the  witness.) 

Nov;,  for  the  convenience  of  investigation 
of  these  naps,  I  hand  one  more  copy.  To  save  time, 

I  put  colored  oarks 'ca  these  mans.  The  disputable 
territory  is  in  yellow  color,  the  border  line  is  in 
red,  the  Buirnor  Lake  and  the  Halha  River  are  in  blue 

This  is  not  produced  as  new  evidence;  I 
stress  the  fact  that  It  is  old  evidence  already  pre¬ 
sented.  These  marks  were  made  personally  by  me. 

May  the  witness  be  shown  the  map  published 
in  1934,  the  original  attached  to  exhibit  764?  May 
he  be  shown  the  original  attached  to  the  exhibit  in 
order  to  avoid  misunderstanding,  possible  misunder¬ 
standing?  I  am  afraid  the  defense  will  try  to  charge 
me  with  coloring  the  map  in  the  wrong  way. 

(Whereupon,  a  document  v/as  handed  to 
the  witness.) 

Q  What  map  do  you  have  before  you,  Mr.  Witness 
the  map  of  1934  or  the  map  of  1935? 

A  It  is  a  map  made  in  1935. 

COLONEL  SMIRNOV:  May  the  witness  be  shov<i 


23,686 


1 

2 

3 

^ ! 
3 

r> 

7 

8 

9  ' 
lU 


11 


12  ^ 
13  ; 

!<♦ 

15  ! 

16  i 

I 

17 

18  i 
I 

I 

19 
29 


21 


2> 


the  nap  of  1934?  This  is  the  sec one  unp. 

(Whereupon,  a  document  v/ns  handed 

to  the  witness.) 

Find  on  this  map  the  Buirnor  Lake,  the  Halha 
River  and  the  boundary  line.  Have  you  found  it? 

A  I  see. 

Q  Do  you  see  that  the  border  line  as  shown  on 
this  map  passes  oast  of  the  Kalha  River? 

In  an  enlarged  form,  this  map  is  on  the  left 
screen,  your  Honor. 

Q  Well,  do  you  see  that  the  border  line  passes 
oast  of  the  Halha  River? 

A  On  this  map,  yes. 

Q  Now,  look  at  the  map  of  1935* 

May  the  witness  be  shown  the  second  map? 

Do  you  see  that  the  border  lino  on  this  map 
is  changed  and  is  transferred  from, the  east  to  the  west 
and  passes  on  the  river,  itself? 

This  map  is  on  the  right  screen. 

Do  you  see  that  on  the  map  of  1935,  the 
boundary  line  passes  on  the  Halha  River,  itself? 

A  Of  course,  there  v/oulc  be  some  differences 
because  the  two  maps  were  published  by  cifforent 
organs.  One  is  by  the  Kwantung  Government-General, 
and  the  other  by  the  Bureau  of  Kwantung  Province. 
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Q  Ono  map  v/as  published  by  the  Kwantung 
Government-General,  and  the  other  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Kwantung  Territory,  isn't  it  so? 

A  Yes,  but  the  publisher  is  different  so  that 
I  cannot  make  a  comparison. 

Q  Those  maps  were  published  by  administrative 
authorities  of  tho  Kwantung  districts,  were  they  not  — 
of  the  Kvantung  Territory? 

A  Yes. 

Q  You  certainly  know  that  neither  in  1934-  nor 
in  1935  f^ny  negotiations  concerning  the  changing  of  the 
boundary  line  in  the  Nomonran  area  were  conducted 
between  Mongolian  People's  Republic  on  one  side  and 
Manchukuo  and  Japan  on  the  other? 

A  The  question  is  not  clear.  May  I  have  it 
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repeated? 

(Whereupon,  the  question  was  read 
by  the  Japanese  court  reporter.) 

A  May  I  nave  that  repeated  again? 

(Whereupon,  the  question  was  again  read.) 

A  I  oo  not  recall. 

Q  Then  in  1934,  the  bounaary  line  on  the  official 
maps  of  tho  —  Then,  in  1935,  the  boundary  line  on 
the  official  map  of  the  Kwantung  Territory  was 
^arbitrarily  changed,  wasji'Ji  it? 
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A  I  do  not  think  so. 

li  Now  lot  us  soo  hov/  the  border  line  v/as  shown 
on  all  Japanese  maps,  official  maps,  published  either 
by  the  Kwantung  Territory  Government  or  by  the  K’.vantung 
Army  prior  to  1935  —  prior  to  1934. 

I  introduce  for  idontif Icntion  the  map 
published  by  the  Kwantung  Territory  Government  in 
September  1926,  the  map  of  Manchuria  and  llongolla. 

May  the  witness  be  shown  the  original  of 
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the  map? 

CLERiJ  OF  THE  COURT:  The  map,  prosecution 
document  No,  2993~A,  will  receive  exhibit  No.  2709 
for  identification  only, 

(IVhoreupon,  the  document  above 
referred  to  was  marked  prosecution  exhibit 
No.  2709  for  identification.) 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Are  wo  to  have  the  further 
argument  on  the  colling  of  witnesses  for  cross- 
examination  tomorrow? 

MR.  TAVENNER:  If  your  Honor  please,  we  would 
prefer  to  have  it  Monday. 

THE  FRESIDIOKT:  V/e  will  adjourn  until 
half-past  nine  tomorrow  morning. 

(’Vhoreupon,  at  I6OO,  an  adjournment 
was  taken  until  Friday,  6  June  1947,  7t  0930.) 
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A  I  do  not  think  so. 

Now  lot  us  SCO  how  the  border  line  was  shown 
on  all  Japanese  maps,  official  maps,  published  either 
by  the  Kwantung  Territory  Government  or  by  the  Kwantung 
Army  prior  to  1935  —  prior  to  1934. 

I  introduce  for  Identif Icntlon  the  map 
published  by  the  Kwantung  Territory  Government  in 
September  1926,  the  map  of  Manchuria  and  Mongolia. 

May  the  witness  be  shown  the  original  of 
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CLERi:  OF  THE  COURT:  The  map,  prosecution 
docum.-3nt  No.  2993-A,  will  receive  exhibit  No.  2709 
for  identification  only. 

(Whoraupon,  the  document  above 
referred  to  was  marked  prosecution  exhibit 
No.  2709  for  identification.) 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Are  wo  to  have  the  further 
argument  on  the  calling  of  witnesses  for  cross- 
examination  tomorrow? 

MR.  TAVENNER;  If  your  Honor  please,  we  would 
prefer  to  have  it  Monday. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  \Vo  will  adjourn  until 
half-past  nine  tomorrow  morning. 

(’Vhoreupon,  at  I6OO,  an  adjournment 
Y/as  taken  until  Friday,  6  June  1947,  7t  0930* ) 


